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CURRENT TOPICS. 





Mx. Justicn Srerwen delivered a lecture on the study 
ofthe common law in the Inner Temple Hall on Thurs- 
day last, and took leave of his class. It is understood 
that some little delay is likely to arise in appointing a 
successor to the learned judge in the Professorship of 
Qmmon Law at the Inns of Court, 





Tur Lists or APPEALS from the Queen’s Bench, Common 
Pless, and Exchequer Divisions, which were issued at 
the beginning of the present sittings, are being re- 
arranged, and will shortly be issued as one list, showing 
the order in which the appeals were set down. These 
tppeals will, when the Appeal Court sits at Westminster, 
be called on in the order in which they stand in the list, 
Maccordance with the announcement recently made by 
lord Justice Bramwell. 





A raansree of twenty-five causes from the list of the 
Master of — and twenty-five from the list of Vice- 
r 8, making fifty causes in all, to the list 

tt Vice-Chancellor Bacon has been decided upon, and 
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an early list of the transferred causes will be found in 
another column. 





Iv mus? BE ADMITTED! ithat: the ience of some 
three weeks’ working of the new Bills of Sale Act has not 
been to show that either the reduction of the time 
allowed for registration, or the provision that within the 
seven days bills of sale shall have priority in the order 
.of their registration, has tended to discourage the use 
of this kind of security. It has been stated that the 
daily average number of bills of sale registered: during 
the firs: fortnight of the present year reached 126, 
the daily average last year being sixty-five. No 
one will be surprised that at the present time many 
people ate anxious. to borrow on bills. of sale, but the 
fact that they should be able to find so many people 
willing to leud on this security under the new law shows 
either great: confidence on the part of the lenders in the 
honesty of the borrowers, or, more probably, that 
country practitioners have discovered some simple mode 
of insuring the priority of bills of sale. 





Tue vrirer of an article in this week's World with 
regard t» the appointment to the vacant judgeship, has 
portrayel the new judge as a man who worships 
the povers of the world and success, and illus- 
trates his philosophy of life by obtaining promotion 
through mercenary writing in defence of the policy of 
the party in power. To any one who knows Sir James 
Stephen, and whose view is not wholly distorted by 
personal enmity of some sort, a more absurd description 
could hardly have been penned. We all act from mixed 
motives. If a man’s conscientious views happen to 
square with his interests, he is naturally actuated by 
twofold considerations without the slightest imputation 
on hia honour. The parliamentary career of professional 
men, for instance, cannot be entirely free from arriére 
pensée, aud we venture to doubt if any public career 
ever is. People do not engage in public life from abso- 
lutely disinterested motives. This is an entirely different 
thing, hcwever, from the suggestion that a man aecepted 
a brief contrary to his convictions, or independently of 
them, tocome forward as the public advocate of a war 
upon an understanding that he should be rewarded with 
a judgeship. The facts are obviously againet the 
suggestim. As a mere matter of scheming policy, 
it is vay unlikely Sir James Stephen would take 
the course suggested. It is considered in many quarters 
doubtful how another election may turn out, and, unless 
it can besuggested that Mr. Baron Cleasby’s retirement 
was brought about es part of the plan, it was by no 
means char that Sir James Stephen's letters might not 
have proved politically most fatal to him if a judgeship 
had not fallen vacant before the next election. We 
are not concerned to discuss the paltry sneer in the same 
article about the lameness of Sir James Stephen’s ad- 
dresses tc juries—any one who has experience of the 
Midland Circuit knows his abundant powers of argu- 
ment, at times rising to eloquence, especially when some- 
thing of moral indignation at meanness or ignobility of 
any sort vas involved—but we cannot by in silence 
the insinuation that a judge of the High Court owes his 
position tc services as ‘‘ a journalistic hack of the highest 
excellence.” 





We wx that before people committed themselves to 
hasty views as to the proper remedy for evils complained 
of in the state of business in the Common Law Divisions, 
such as that there should be an immediate creation of 
more judges, they would allow our experience of the 
working of recent changes to ripen alittle. It is nota 
little astonishing that some people never seem to look 
back and learn to regard the present and future with 
some calmness by reference to the —S the 
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past. From the excited jeremiads which have appeared 
in various quarters, one would really think that there had 
never been atemporary block in the law courts before. 
Hands are held up in horror that there should not be 
sufficient judges available for sittings in banc when Hilary 
Sittings commence. The fact is, of course, that the 
existing arrangement is precisely the same as that 
which has always existed, with the exception that the 
intermission of the regular sittings in banc of the 
various Divisions during the circuits now takes place in 
the latter half of January and February instead of in 
March and the first half of April. Long custom, how- 
ever, has familiarized people’s minds with the spectacle 
of the full swing of business at Westminster during the 
part of Hilary Sittings which corresponds with the old 
Hilary Term, and consequently the intermission of busi- 
ness in banc at that time, instead of later, excites remark. 
After the circuits are over there will be a duration of 
sittings in banc far beyond what usually occurs, and 
we expect that when the long vacation arrives th> state 
of business in the courts will be much the same as it would 
have been if the alteration in the time of the civil assizes 
had not taken place. We are very strongly of opinion, 
as we said last week, that the number of criminal assizes 
is now excessive, and that three would have been 
enough, but a step once made is difficult to 1etrace. 
Assuming, however, that the four assizes a year coatinue, 
and that civil business is everywhere taken in the winter, 
it appears to us premature to begin an outcryon the 
subject of deficient judge power. It is in the nsture of 
law business to move in waves, and the only means of 
absolutely preventing arrears would be to have a very 
large margin of excess of judicial power. We donot be- 
lieve that the public would be satisfied to pay for judges 
whose work would be generally very light, in order that 
in times of pressure all delay should be obviated. Of 
course, power may be so deficient as that the accumula- 
tions of the period of inflation are not disposed of during 
the subsequent period of depression. In such case, the 
block must continually be getting gradually wase. If 
that is the case, the necessity for an increase of power is 
indicated. But we are not convinced at present that this 
state of things exists. 


There would, however, certainly appear to be a 
large list of actions at present awaiting tial in 
the metropolis, and under these circumstances, it 
does not seem to us desirable that the time of 
the few judges available should be applied very 
largely to sittingsin banc. We do not believe thearrears 
of businessin banc are really very serious or any- 
thing like alarming, and there is nothing which will 
not easily be disposed of in the long period available 
after the circuits; but the alteration of the times of the 
civil assizes has perhaps worked a little difficulty here. 
The experience of many years has always bem that 
arrears of banc business existed at the end of Michaelmas 
and Easter Terms, and were toa very great extant dis- 
posed of in Hilary and Trinity Terms. There are always 
a considerable number of new trial motions after the 
circuits, and a good deal of time is, in one way or 
another, always expended in the beginning of each of 
the halves of the legal year in hearing motios, and 
consequently much way is not made with the regular 
papers, such as the new trial paper. The awkwardness 
of the new arrangement is that the arrears left at the 
end of Michaelmas Sittings are thrown over the circuits, 
and the parties interested are delayed somewhat longer. 
It is, however, practically very difficult as long as the 
circuit system continues to go on with the business in 
bane during the circuits. The counsel who are con- 


cerned in the business that comes from the country are 
absent on circuit, and it is almost impossible to go 
regularly through the papers. It seems to us that if 
practice motions constitute all the business that is to be 
heard, there can hardly be any necessity that a divisional 


court should sit every day, as was the case in the first 
week of the sittings. 





THE BANKERS BOOKS EVIDENCE Biz, 


In the session of 1876 an Act was passed entitled “Th. 
Bankers Books Evidence Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict, ¢ 
48),” with the intention of ‘“‘ facilitating the proof of 
transactions recorded in the ledgers and account books” 
of the banks. 

This Act, though, as far as we are aware, there is no 
reported case upon its provisions, seems not to haye 
fulfilled the desires of its promoters. For in the present 
session a Bill to amend the law of evidence with respect 
to bankers’ books has been brought in by Sir J. Lubbock 
and others, which begins by repealing the Act of 1876, 

As the law stood before 1876, a litigant, in order to 
prove the one set-of transactions in which he was con- 
‘cerned, could, and did, compel the production in court 
of books containing, besides the record of the transactions. 
in issue, that of hundreds of others, to which a banker 
for his own protection as well as for the discharge of hig 
duty to his customers was obliged incessantly to refer, 
Lord Mansfield was the first to lay it down that the books 
of the Bank of England “ being of just concernment to 
the whole of the national creditors, the removal of 
them would be so inconvenient that copies of them 
might be received in evidence.” The principle of this 
decision, it may be conceded, ought to be extended to 
the books of all banks, and this is the object of the Act 
under discussion. 

Section 9, the first in logical order, aims at defining 
the records to which the Act is to apply. The institution 
of whose books a litigant desires to tender a copy must be 
a bank, and must make a return under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 32, 
s. 21, to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. Unless 
the litigant can prove these two facts, he cannot avail 
himself of the Act. A bank, according to the interpre- 
tation clause, is a person, or partnership, or company, 
“carrying on the business of a banker.” This cannot be 
said to be a happy definition, even if for ‘‘ of a banker,” 
we read “of banking.” Still it is not without precedent. 
A similar expression is to be found in the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 
32, 8. 21, and the Court of Exchequer in a considered 
judgment (Halifax Union v. Wheelwright, 23 W. R. 
704; L. R. 10 Ex. 183, p. 193) laid it down that 
“ bankers” in 16 & 17 Vict. c. 59, s. 19, meant persons 
carrying on the business of bankers, and did not include 
a person receiving the money of others into his charge. 
and paying it out by having drafts drawn upon him pay- 
able to order. What, then, is a banker? It may be 
urged that the class of traders to whom the Act will 
apply is practically defined by being limited to those 
who have returned themselves as bankers. But the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue have no power to 
refuse to accept a return made to them by any one who 
chooses to style himself a banker ; and as a penalty of 
£50 is inflicted on anyone who, being a banker, does not 
,80 return himself, it is safer for a trader to make than 
to omit making sucha return. In fact, some institutions, 
having little of banking about them but the name, 
parade the fact of their making a return as evidence of 
their respectability. Not long since it was proved in court 
that an institution of which the principal, if not the 
only, business was advancing money on bills of sale, 
made returns under the Act; and the fact was dwelt’ 
on by the manager in his evidence as a proof of the 
position of the institution. Surely a Bill intending to 
confer a privilege on a body of traders ought to define 
more clearly who may be considered members of that 


y 
The Bill proceeds in section 9 to state that “ expres- 
(beside certain specified books) “ all other books used in 
the ordinary business of the bank.” Probably the 
words “expressions relating to” have slipped in by 


nary business? It is required by section 4 that “® 





copy of an entry in a banker’s book shall not be received. 





sions in this Act relating to bankers’ books, include rs 


mistake; but what are the books used in the not ordi- 
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—— 
jn evidence under this Act unless it be first proved that 
the book was, at the time of the making of the entry, 
one of the ordinary books of the bank” ; an expression 
which differs from that of the interpretation clause and 
does not throw any light upon its meaning. Why should 
not the Act include all books belonging to the bank and 
containing entries of its business ? 

Two sections exempt bankers’ books from compulsory 
production ; by section 3, “A bank or any officer thereof 
shall not, in any legal proceeding, be compellable to pro- 
duce any of the books of the bank except by order of a 
court or judge”; by section 6, ‘‘ A banker or officer of 
a bank shall not, in any legal proceeding to which the 
bank is not a party, be compellable to produce in evi- 
dence any banker’s book the contents of which can be 
proved under this Act, unless by order of'a judge made 
for special cause, and no summons or other process 
shall issue or be enforced against a banker or officer of a 
bank to compel such production without such an order 
in a legal proceeding to which the bank is not a party.” 
Ifthe term “ books of the bank” in section 3 is equivalent 
to“ bankers’ book” in section 6, the same term should 
haye been used in both sections. If the terms are not 
equivalent, the difference should be better defined. The 
conjoint effect of the sections seems to be, that a judge’s 
order will be always necessary to compel the production 
of ‘bankers’ books”; but, where the bank is not a 
party to the proceedings special cause must be shown 
for making the order. Itis further enacted (section 6) 
that, “In [gy. a] default by a party to the proceeding 
in giving the notices required by this Act shall 
not be deemed to be special cause for such an 
order.” It is not clear what “notices” are here 
referred to. The only notice mentioned in the 
Bill is the written notice requiring proof of the return. 
It is perhaps useless to speculate on the meaning of 
the clause, but the penalty affixed may be so heavy in 
some cases that we cannot but hope the clause will be 
struck out altogether, leaving the judge to decide what 
facts justify him in making the order. If our conjecture 
as to the meaning of the two sections be correct, it is 
certainly possible to express it more clearly and in fewer 
words than is done in the Bill. 


Copies of entries are to be obtained by virtue of 
section 7, which provides that a judge may order that 
any party to legal proceedings “ be at liberty to inspect 
and take copies of any entries in a banker’s book for 
any of the purposes of such proceedings.” The order 
may be made ex parte, or, in the happy language of the 
section, ‘‘ made either with [sic] or without summoning 
the bank or any other party.” There can be no good 
Teason why an order to inspect any entry in the account 
of aman who is not a party to the proceedings should 
be made ex parte or at any stage of the proceedings. 
We think the party seeking discovery should at least 
establish that all the entries he seeks to inspect in the 
aecount of a person not a party to the proceedings 
have a bearing on some one of the issues raised in such 
Proceedings. The application could not then be made 
till after pleadings had been exchanged. Without some 
such safeguard it is difficult to see whose account or 
what entries would be safe from inspection; and the 
machinery of the Act might be turned to uses never con- 
templated by its promoters. 

A copy having been made, the litigant, before he can 
use it at the trial, must prove (section 4) that the book 
Was, at the time of making the entry, one of the ordinary 
books of the bank, that the entry was made in the usual 
and ordinary course of business, and that the book is in 
the custody or control of the bank. The Act authorizes 
the proof of these requisites by one of the partners or 
officers of the bank ; that is, presumably, only so far as 
is within their own knowledge. It is conceivable that 
such persons may have a difficulty in proving the second, 
and perhaps the first of these requisites. In such a case 

aclerk (who is not an “ officer” of the bank) can only 
depose to the entry, or the fact of its having been made, 








| 





if he have the original record before him in court; and 
the object of the Act will thus be defeated. Provision 
should certainly be made for this possible tenderness of 
os oeseaiianthaanh tice of the partners or officers of the 


The copy, when proved (section 5) to be correct 
by some one who has examined it with the original, 
is (section 3) to “be received as prima facie 
evidence of such entry, and of the matters, trans- 
actions, and accounts therein recorded.” Here, 
again, we think the language might be improved. 
The object of the Act is to make another exception to 
the rule of English law which compels the production of 
original documents when they are in existence. What 
is required therefore is to enact either that the copy 
shall be proof of the original entry and evidence of the 
matters, &c., in such original entry contained, or that 
the copy, when proved as directed in the Act, shall be 
admitted in evidence in like manner and to the same ex- 
tent and effect as the original document would be. 

On the whole, the Bill is not a favourable specimen 
of the science of parliamentary drafting, and it requires a 
re-settling far more thorough than it is likely to get in 
the course of passing through committee. 








THE DOCTRINE OF FLETCHER v. RYLANDS. 


Tuere have been of late several decisions on curious 
little points arising between the owners or occupiers of 
adjoining closes, and they seem to illustrate the great 
difficulty there may often be in bringing cases as to the 
corresponding duties and liabilities of such owners and 
occupiers within general principles. There was the case, 
for instance, that we discussed some time ago, where @ 
horse of the defendants’ kicked up his heels close to a 
fence, and his heels having protruded beyond the fence 
over the ground of the plaintiff struck the plaintiffs 
mare and injured her. It was held that no question of 
contributory negligence could arise, because the protru- 
sion of the horse’s heels over the land was a trespass. 
This ground of decision did not strike us as substantially 
satisfactory to any but a very technically disposed mind. 
Again, recently, there was a case in whicii the occupier of 
land was held responsible because he had on his land a 
wire fence, which becoming decayed, dropped in pieces, 
and the pieces were eaten by a neighbour's cow. 

The ease of Crowhurst v. The Amersham Burial 
Board (27 W. R. 95, L. R. 4 Ex. D. 5) raised another 
quaint point. A burial board, no doubt actuated by a 
laudable desire to provide their burial ground with appro- 
priate sepulchral embellishments, planted therein, about 
four feet distant from the railings, a yew tree, which 
grew through and beyond their railings so as to project 
over an adjoining meadow, which was hired by the plain- 
tiff for pasture. The plaintiff's horse feeding in the 
meadow ate of that portion of the yew tree which pro- 
jecied over the meadow and died in consequence. It 
was held that the defendants were liable for the value 
of the horse. It is necessary, in order correctly to 
appreciate the decision, to distinguish sufficiently 
between the question whether the act complained of was 
tortious, and the question what particular class of action 
for tort the case came under in relation to the damages 
claimed. In these cases it has become customary 
always to refer to the statement of the law in 
Fldcher v. Rylands (14 W. R. 799, L. R. 1 Ex. 
279) where it is laid down that the true rule of 
jlaw is that the person who, for his own purposes, 
briags on his land and collects and keeps there anything 
likdy to do mischief if it escapes, must keep it in at his 
own peril, and if he does not do so is prima facie an- 
swerable for all the damage which is the natural conse- 
quence of its escape. Now it seems to us that, taken 


in connection with the facts of the case in Fletcher v. 
Rylands, that exposition of the law is perfectly correct, 
but the undiscriminating application of the doctrine 
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without: reference to the:class of damage complained of 
is fraught with possibilities of confusion and error. It 
is no doubt true that where the mischief done is the 
proximate result of the:escape of the dangerous: thing, 
the defendant is liable quite independently of any negli- 
gence on his part. The action:is in the nature of an 
action of trespass.. But where damages arise which are 
not the proximate result of the defendant's acts, but of 
intervening actson the part of the plaintiff, different 
considerations arise. It does not follow that the dam. 
ages are too remote; but the action in such cases is not; 
properly speaking, the same as a simple. action of 
trespass when the direct consequences of the defendant's 
act are complained of. It has always been laid down in 
the old books that the action which complains of the 
non-proximate damages resulting from a trespass—where, 
to use the ancient language, the damage is laid with a 
per quod—is an action on the case. In actions on tie 
ease other considerations come in than’ those involved in 
a simple action of trespass. And herein the ancient 
formal distinction is expressive of a substantial differ- 
ence. It seems to us that in such actions questions as 
to contributory negligence may be involved. The 
decision in Crowhurst v. Amersham Burial Board was, 
upon a special case, stated on an appeal from a couniy 
court judge, and the county court judge found as a fact 
that there was no negligence on the plaintiff's part. The 
court dwelt on this circumstance. They say “itis also 
found that he (the plaintiff) was not aware of the exisi- 


-ence of the yew trees, and we think it must be taken that 


any such negligence on the part of the plaintiff as would 
disentitle him to recover is negatived. The mere fact 
that the plaintiff saw the horse in the field would go for 
nothing, and we do not think he was bound to examine 
all the boundaries so as to see that no tree likely to be 
injurious to his horse was projecting over the field he 
had hired.” 

It is obvious to any one on consideration that the 
question whether there is negligence on the plaintiff's 
part must intervene in any case where acts of the plain- 
tiff intervene between the act of the defendant and the 
damage. In many cases, this consideration could hardly 
be overlooked ; but it seems to us possible that in some 
eases it might, and therefore it is necessary to advert to 
it in estimating the effect of the decision in Crowhurst 
v. Amersham Burial Board. Any restriction upon my 
use of my land caused by the defendant’s act would 
form a ground for damages in an action of trespass, but 
it does not follow that I am entitled to use my land so 
as negligently or voluntarily to incur damage, and thus 
throw the consequences on him. Suppose my neighbour 
wrongfully digs a hole on my land, it does not follow 
that, with knowledge of its existence, I am entitled to 
go walking about on my land in the dark, and to bring 
an action against him because I fall into the hole. 1t would 
seem to be a question for the jury, taking all the circum. 
stances into consideration, whether my conduct had been 
reasonable, or whether my own folly or negligence had 
conduced to the damage. There might be circumstances 
under which it was necessary or reasonable that I should 
incur the risk, or I might have wantonly and unneces. 
sarily incurred it. Weare not disposed to quarrel with 
the:finding of the county court judge on this head. 

The result was a little hard on the defendants. The 
damage was almost a pure accident, but of the two parties 
perhaps it was just that the defendants should suffer, 
All considerations of negligence being out of the way, 
the case simplified itself into the mere question whether 
a tort was committed. Now, if the act of an animal 
with an independent will, like a horse, in kicking his 
heels over a neighbour’s land, is a tort, @ fortiori the 
growing of the tree over the plaintiff's land would seem 
to be tortious, but we do not rely on that consideration, 
because we are not much in love with the idea that 
every time A.’s cow looks over B.’s fence there 
is a trespass committed.. The proper way of putting it 
is, no doubt, that yew leaves are a thing likely to do mis- 





—= 

chief, to use the words of the proposition in Fletcher -y, 
Rylands.. The only doubt that arises to our mind jg 
from the very: restrictedly dangerous character: of the 
yew leaves. They could only be dangerous in the 
contingency of animals eating them. It is not the sort 
of dangerousness that exists in large masses of water, or 
fire, or noxious things calculated to produce nuisances 
which operate destructively or noxiously without any 
intervening act. The dangerousness arises out of very 
special circumstances, and one might imagine many 
rather difficult questions arising of a similar nature, 
Suppose I hang out:a red cloak to dry and the wind (not 
a hurricane, but a moderate wind, such as I might 
reasonably have anticipated) blows it on to my neigh- 
bour’s pasture land. Now, it is notorious that bulls are 
apt to be infuriated by red rags. Suppose my neigh- 
bour’s bull, at the sight of my red cloak, losing all con- 
trol of his temper, proceeds to tear about and damage 
himself, am I responsible? Assuming the dangerous- 
ness of the red cloak and that of the yew leaves to be 
similar, the cases in other respects are very much alike, 

We do not suggest that the decision in Crowhurst v, 
Amersham Burial Board is wrong, but we wish to 
point out that the question what is “ anything likely to 
do mischief ’’ within the doctrine of Fletcher v. Rylands 
may often be a delicate one; and it ought not to be too 
hastily assumed that, because a thing under very special 
circumstances has done mischief, it would fall within the 
doctrine alluded to. 





== 


Rehtews. 


STUDENT'S LEADING CASES. 


Tux Srupenr’s Lzapine Caszs. By Joun F. Haynas, 
LL.D. London: Stevens & Sons. 


This is an interesting compilation which has merit 
enough to make us wish that it had more. The 
plan is to give a short account of the leading case upon 
a point, and to append brief notes of other decisions 
illustrative of or bearing upon the principal one. The 
advantages of a book of this kind to a student are 
obvious. The application of the law to facts ie what he 
does not find in text books; his attention is arrested, 
and his memory assisted, by the same means which 
lawyers in practice must continually employ. Then the 
notes may furnish a suggestion of the mode in which the 
various portions of the law can be grouped round par- 
ticular principles and authorities; giving a key to the 
historical development of the subject—perhaps upon the 
surface the most interesting aspect of law—as well as 
indicating a mode in which the mind can conveniently 
receive and retain a vast mass of material. 

Thus we consider Mr. Haynes’ book to be one of @ 
very praiseworthy class; and we may say also that its 
editor appears to be a competent man. He can express 
himself with clearness, precision, and terseness. From 
the frame of the greater part of the book it is obvious 
that he has understood the method such a work should 
follow, and the objects it should aim at. Unfortunately 
he has not pursued an excellent way uniformly. When 
nothing more is stated of a “leading case” than the 
proposition of law that it establishes or illustrates, then we 
think that as a rule the proposition might well have been 
either relegated to a note or left to its place in the text- 
books. Mr. Haynes has treated his leading cases in this 
way more frequently than in our judgment was justifi- 
able, unless his book was to partake of the nature, and 
the condemnation, of a cram book, Then, again, his 
law is not always reliable. For instance, on the subject 
of domicil he not only does not refer to the well-known 
case of Udny v. Udny (L. R. 1 H. L. Sc. App. 441) in which 
the House of Lords overruled the doctrine of Munroe v. 
Douglas (5 Mad. 879); but he actually prints the latter 
as @ leading case. He refers to the recent cases of Tom- 
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‘piney. Saffery (26 W. R. 62) and Za parte: Fletcher 
(26 W. R. 489), not stating happily or usefully the real 
which they decided. 

Tt is, perhaps, rather censorious to complain of specific 
omissions in a book of such moderate dimensions as the 

t; but it is impossible to say that the cases or 
opics are throughout very well selected when we find no 
‘mention of such. cases.as. Jordan v. Money (5 H. L. O. 
185), Rawson v. Samuel (Cr. & Ph. 161), Middleton v. 
Pollock (L. R. 2 Oh. Div. 100)—we specify this because 
we do find notes of some length upon fraudulent prefer- 
ence, and upon the statute of 13 Eliz.—Clayton’s case 
(1 Mer. 575) ; no reference, in the eleven or twelve pages 
devoted to specific performance, to the effect of delay, 
and no allusion to the extension and limitations which 
“have been given by subsequent decisions to the rule in 
Fa parte Waring (19 Ves. 345), which case might, in- 
deed, we allow, have been omitted altogether with some 
-sppearance of reason, 

Our impression of the book as a whole is that it may 
be very usefully employed under the guidance of a 
‘teacher, or by careful students with opportunities of re- 
ference to the best text-books or reports; but that, 

under other conditions, its use would not be very de- 
sirable. We are clear, however, that the editor has not, 
in the work as it stands, done himself justice, and that, 
by omitting many of the more scantily- stated cases, and 
introducing fresh matter, he could give us an elementary 
work of conspicuous merit. 





mom 


General Corresponvence. 


COMMON LAW JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Certain regulations were recently promulgated 
‘for the despatch of business at these chambers, but the 
result is not so satisfactory as might be desired. 

Judges’ summonses (not attendable by counsel) are 
teturnable (twenty an hour) from eleven until two p.m., 
at the latter time summonses attendable by counsel are 
taken or supposed to be taken. The judge rises for lunch 
ebout thalf-past one, and as the counsel list invariably 
occupies the rest of the judicial day (until about four 
p.m.) there is little chance of more than fifty applica- 
tions (contested) being dealt with in one day, and those 
undisposed of necessarily stand adjourned to head the 
list another day when a judge is in attendance. 

For this.day wasted the solicitor is entitled to 6s. 8d., 
in an agency case to half that amount only. 

One hundred applications (contested applications only 
appearing in the judges’ list) is a small percentage con- 
sidering the large number of suits commenced and 
progressing, which former in 1876-7 were 56,152. 

But this is not the worst feature of the new system. 

One of the judges’ clerks, by arrangement between 
‘themselves, has charge of the list, and fixes the return 





- of all summonses whether for hearing before master or 


judge. The result is a terrible block in issuing sum- 
monses. It works thus: I go to one of the judges’ 
clerks in either Division—Common Pleas, Queen’s Bench, 
or Exchequer; after waiting my turn and following up 
aline of about twenty persons also waiting for sum- 
monses, orders, &c., I get from the clerk a blank form 
ofsummons. I then fill it up; take it to the clerk in 
‘charge of the list, again waiting my turn; get the hour 
fixed for its return, whether for judge or master (judges’ 
summonses only being entered in the list for hearing, 
masters’ cases being heard as in the old bear-garden 
‘Btyle). I return to the clerk who is to issue the sum- 
‘mons, again waiting my turn, and have the summons 
‘stamped and sealed. This entitles the solicitor to the 
‘large remuneration of 3s. 

The average time occupied in obtaining a summons is 
‘one hour; If I want a summons out of each Division 
‘the delay is-further increased. 


said that the order dischargi 


In addition to these difficulties; the judge's list isso 
‘choked that reeently no summonses could’ be made 
returnable at a less interval than seven days: As in 
many instances time is of the utmost importance, this 
virtually amounts to a denial of justice, and to a wealthy 
country like: ours,‘ is,;in my humble opinion, simply 
disgraceful. 

To avoid these difficulties, I would suggest the attend- 
ance at chambers of two judges daily, or on alternate 
days, and that one clerk in each Division should have 
charge of the masters’ list, and an extra clerk have the 
judges’ list. 

There is another matter I may mention, it is this: I 
manage. to get ajl my summonses returnable at one 
hour, but my several opponents get theirs returnable 
at all hours, so that I may have to remain at chambers— 
to the almost entire exclusion of other appointments— 
from half past ten until four. I might suggest that 
the half hour’s grace allowed on attending masters’ 
summonses should be only a quarter of an hour for either 


party. 


A Sourcrror’s Creek. 








Cases of the Geek. 


Banxruprcy Act, 1869, s. 23—ComposiTion wiTH Banx- 
RUPT—ANNULLING OF BankrupPTcy—Sussrquent D1s- 
COVERY oF CONCEALED ProPrrty oF BaNnxruPptT—Dis- 
CEARGE OF ANNULLING OrnDER—RIGHTS OF CREDITORS.— 
In a case of Ex parte Jarvis, tefore the Court of Appeal on 
the 16th inst., a question arose as the rights of a secured 
creditor of a bankrupt under the f Jlowing circumstances:— 
The adjudication was made on the 27th of September, 1870. 
By the statement of affairs of the bankrupt, who was a 
farmer, it appeared that be had no property except his 
farming stock and growing crops of which he had given a 
bill of sale to a creditor named Jarvis to secure a debé of 
more than £2,000. At the time when the adjudication was 
mide Jarvis was in possession under his bill of sale. Objec- 
tions were raised to its validity, mainly on the ground that 
the bill of sale, which had been executed in the previous 
year, did not comprise the crops growing 02 the bankrupt’s 
farm at the time of the bankrup'cy, but only those which 
vere growing atthe date of the bill of sale. Ultimately 
Jarvis offered to pay to the trustee in bankruptcy £620, the 
value of the growing crops. On the 25th of October, 1870, 
& meeting of the creditors was held, under section 28 of the 
Act, and it was resolved by the proper statutory majority 
that the offer of Jarvis should be accepted ; that the bank— 
mptey should be thereupon annulled ; and that Jarvis should 
release his claim upon the bankrupt’s estate, and the bill of 
sale should not be disputed by the trustee. These resolu- 
tions were afterwards approved by the court, and on the 
19th of July, 1871, upon a report by the trustee that the 
terms of the resolutions had been completed to his satisfac- 
tion, an order was made annulling the sdjudication. The 
£620 was divided among the creditors other than Jarvis. 
Jarvis realized his security, but did not obtain sufficient 
to pay his debt in full. In the year 1876 it was discovered 
that the bankrupt was at the date of the adjudication entitled 
to a valuable reversionary interest. He _not mentioned 
this interest in his statement of affairs, and neither Jarvis nor 
any of the other creditors were aware ofits existence. Upon 
the discovery being made, one of the creditors applied to the 
county court in which the adjudication had been made and 
obtained an order discharging the order of annulment, and 
directing that the bankruptcy should forthwith proceed 
as if that order had not been made. The trustee received 
upwards of £700 in respect of the reversionary interest, which 
had fallen into possession. Jarvis then claimed to prove for the 
unpaid: balance of his debt. His claim was by the 
other creditors, and the judge held that the proof ought to 
be rejected. The Chief Judge affirmed this deeision, holding 
that Jarvis had conelusively released the bankrupt’s estate. 
The Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, 
L.JJ.) held that the proof ought,to be admitted. James, L.J., 
ng the annulling order had 
entirely destroyed the resolations of the 25th of October, and 





had’ remitted every one of the creditors to his original 
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pestle: Jarvis had done nothing more than act oe Se 
common mistake which he and the other creditors fell into, 
and he was now remitted to his original rights equally with 
them. 


Contract To PurcHase A Business—MISREPRESENTA - 
TION OF VALUE.—In a case of Pryor v. Wilson, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 17th inst., the action was brought to 
s:t aside a contract for the purchase of a business, on the 
ground that the defendant had misrepresented its value. He 
had represented that the gross returns were nearly £50 a 
week, whereas his books showed that the returns were only 
about £42 a week. Jessel, M.R., held that this was not 
such a misrepresentation as entitled the plaintiff to set aside 
the contract, and the Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, 
and Bramwell, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 





PracricE—ExteEnsioN OF TIME FoR AFPEALING—Mis- 
TAKE—OrD. 58, R. 15.—In a case of In re The Sceptre 
Insurance Company, an application was, on the 18th inst., 
made to the Court of Appeal for an extension of the time for 
appealiog from the dismissal by Bacon, Y.C., of a creditor’s 
petition for the winding up of the company. The case is 
deserving of a note mainly because of a difference of opinion 
between the members of the court with regard to the 

principle upon which such applications ought to be dealt 
with. The Vice-Chancellor’s order was made on the 20th 
of November, and on the same day the petitioner’s solicitor 
wrote to the company’s solicitor— My client is advised to 
appeal, but, before he does so, as there was most ample 
evidence of his claim, I shall be obliged by your informing 
me whether the company have any offer to make to him.” 
The company made no offer, and notice of appeal was given, 
but not ull after the expiration of twenty-one days from the 
making of the order, There had been considerable delay in’ 
the drawing up of the order, and it was not entered till after 
the 21st of December. There was no evidence in support of 
the application except the above-mentioned letter. It was 
urged that there was as good ground for extending the time 
as there was for setting aside the judgment obtained at the trial 
* in the case of Burgoine v. Taylor (26 W. R. 436, 568, L. R. 9 

Ch. D. 1,22 Soricirors’ Journat, 445). James, L.J., said, as 
he has often said before, that the respondent had a vested right 
to retain his order, unless it could be shown that he had 
done anything to mislead his adversary. Bramwell, L.J., 
said that he took an entirely different view. He thought 
tbat the appellant had equally a vested right to an indulgence 
in a proper case. His lordship could not understand there 
being any vested right in the order, unless subject to the 
power of the court to grant an indulgence. This had often 
been done by the Court of Appeal at Westminster. The 
appellant’s counsel then urged that the letter of the 
20th of November was in substance a notice of appeal, 
relying upon the case of In re West Jewell Tin Mining 
Company (L, R. 8 Ch. D. 806, 22 Soxicrrors’ Journal, 
682), where it was held that a notice, “Take notice 
that it is the intention of L. to prosecute an appeal,” 
was a sufficient notice of appeal. The court (James 
Baygallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), however, declined to 
adopt this view, and they unanimously held that no sufficient 
ground had been shown for extending the time, But 
Bramwell, L.J., said that he should be differing from an 
opinion which he bad expressed over and over again, and 
which he still entertained with the greatest confidence, if he 
did not say that, where the court was satisfied there had been 
@ mistake, and there was no mala fides, and no injury would 
result to the other side which could not be compensated by 
the payment of costs or otherwise, be thought an indulgence 
onght to be granted, That was his opinion, but, of course, 
the contrary decisions which had been come to could only 
be overruled by the House of Lords, 


PracticeE—Rexzwat or Writ—Discretion or Jupar 
or First InstaNce—Arpzat—Orp. 8, B. 1—Orp. 57, B. 6. 
—In a case of Charrington v, Witherby, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 15th inst.,a question arose as to the propriety 
of an ord+r which had been made (in effect) for the renewal 
of the writ more than two years after it had been issued, 
The original writ was issued on the 9th of May, 1876, claim- 
ing an account from ten defendants and payment by them in 
respect of an alleged joint liability to the plaintiff. One 
of the defendants was an officer in the army, and was out of 
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the jurisdiction. The statements of defence of the other ning. 
defendants were all delivered in November, 1876, the lagt- 
of them on the 2lst of November, and the plaintiff delivered 
his reply on the 20th of January, 1877. Up to this time the 
plaintiff had not applied for leave to serve the tenth defend. 
ant out of the jurisdiction, In July, 1877, more than twelve 
months from the issue of the original writ having elapsed, 
the plaintiff obtained ex parte leave to issue a con. 
current writ for service on the tenth defendant, and sent 
it to India where he then was. Finding, however, that he- 
was then absent from his regiment on leave and was travelling. 
about, and that it would cost a large sum of money to serve 
the writ on him, the plaintiff's solicitors, in September, 1877, 
instructed their agents in India to wait until the defendant 
returned to his station. No attempt was, however, made to 
serve him, and on the 22nd of July, 1878, the plaintifi. 
obtained from Malins, V.C., in chambers, an order giving. 
him liberty to issue a pew writ in the action for service on 
the tenth defendant. The order also provided that the 
plaintiff should pay the other nine defendants’ costs of the 
application, and that all further proceedings in the action 
should be stayed until service of the writ on the tenth 
defendant should have been effected, and the time limited by: 
the writ for appearance thereto should have expired. On the- 
28th of November two of the nine defendants moved before 
the Vice-Chancellor in court to discharge the order of the. 
22nd of July, and the oy me was refused, with costs.. 
From this refusal the two defendants appealed. In support 
of the appeal it was urged that the order was altogether- 
irregular, because, instead of renewing the old writ, it gave 
leave to issue a new writ. But the Court of Appeal (Jessel, 
M.R., and Baggallay and Bramwell, L.JJ.) said that this: 
was only a matter of form, and that the order must be 
treated as in effect allowing a renewal of the original writ. 
It was then urged that the circumstances were not such as 
to justify the exercise of the power given to the court by the- 
rules after the expiration of twelve months from the date 
of the issue of the original writ. In particular it was urged 
that the appellants ought not to have the action kept hanging 
over them, and that, the demand being a joint one, the 
plaintiff could equally well proceed in the absence of the 
tenth defendant. The Master of the Rolls said that the- 
appeal was from the exercise of a discretionary power, and 
it was of the utmost importance to discourage appeals 
on little points of practice which did not substantially affect 
the position of the parties. There ought to be some very 
strong ground to induce the Court of Appeal to interfere 
with the exercise of the discretion of the judge of first 
instance. Moreover, the order was made in chambers, where 
a great deal took place not on oath which had its effect on 
the mind of the judge, which could not be brought before the 
Court of Appeal, and which, indeed, it was impossible for 
the parties to recollect. Considering the great importance of 
not interfering, unless for very clear and cogent reasons, with 
the discretion of the judge of first instance with regard to a 
point of practice, the appeal ought not to be entertained. 
Baggallay, L.J., said that he should have been better satisfied? 
if the Vice-Chancellor had refused the application, because 
he thought it of great importance that the times fixed by the 
rules should be observed, ualess very good ground was shown 
for altering them. But he fully concurred with what the 
Master of the Rolls had said about interfering with an exercise 
of discretion by a judge of first inetance. Bramwell, L.J., 
concurred in this view, though he said that probably if the 
case had come before him originally he should have required 
some better reason to be given for renewing the writ. 





AppeaL—Time—IntERLOCUTORY OrpDER—MoTION For 
JUDGMENT ON ADMISSIONS IN PLEADINGS—Orp, 40, x. Ll— 
Orp, 58, x. 15.—Upon the opening before the Court of 
Appeal, on the 21st inst., of an appeal in a case of The 
Attorney-General v. The Great Eastern Railway Company, 
the preliminary objection was taken that the appeal was 
too late. It was said that the order appealed from was an 
interlocutory one, and the notice of appeal had not been 
given within twenty-one days. The action was an informa- 
tion to restrain the defendant company from letting loco- 
motive engines for hire to another company. The rela- 
tors moved, under rule 11 of order 40, for judgment om 
admissions in the statement of defence, and on this 
motion they asked for and obtained all the relief they had 
claimed in their statement of claim. It was admitted that 
this order was as final as it could be in ite operation ; but. 
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jj wes urged that it was in form an interlocutory order, 
aod that therefore it could only be appealed from within 
twenty-one days. And reliance was pn upon the de- 
gision in the case of The Stand i t Company v. 
Grange (26 W. R. 25, L. RB. 3 C. P. D. 67). ‘The court 
‘James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), however, held 
the order was as much a final order as if it had been 
obiained in avy other way, and that consequently the 


appeal was in time. 


Company — WInvING Up —JvurisDIcTION—PatiTIon BY 
SHAREHOLDER AFTER ReEsoLuTION TO WinD UP Votun- 
qaniLY—Companizs Act, 1862, s. 145.—In a case of Jn re 
The Gold Company, before the Court of Appeal on the 20th 
jnst., the question arose whether the court has any juris- 
diction to make a compulsory winding-up order on the 

ition of a contributory after the company have resolved 
upon s voluntary winding up. It did not become absolutely 
necessary to decide the point, because the court (James, 
Beggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) came to the conclusion 
that, if the jurisdiction existed, the case was not one 
which called for its exercise. But James, L.J., said that, if 
the matter had been res integra, he thought he should have 
come to the conclusion, upon the construction of the Act of 
1862, that a voluntary winding up was an insuperable bar to 
the making of a compulsory order on the petition of a con- 
tributory. Baggallay, L.J., without expressing a decided 
opinion, said that he had a strong bias in favour of the 
view that, after a voluntary winding up, 9 shareholder could 
‘not petition for a compulsory winding up. 








Ricut or Set-orr—OCosts anD Desr PAYABLE UNDER 
Awarp—So.iciror’s L1zn.—In a case of Pringle v. Gloag, 
Jpefore the Master of the Rolls, on the 17th inst., a ques- 
tion arose as to whether there was a right of set-off, 
‘ander the following circumstances :—By an award (which 
had been made a rule of court), the plaintiff, Pringle, wes 
ordered to pay the defendant, Gioag, a sum of £37 16s., and 
Gloag was ordered to pay Pringle certain costs. These 
costs were subsegently taxed at £52 12s. 2d., and Gloag 
offered to pay Pringle’s solicitor the balance of 
£14 15s. 6d., contending he was entitled to set off the 
amount payable by him for costs against the amount pay- 
tble to him by Pringle. Pringle had disappeared, and his 
solicitor, contending there was no right of set-off, was 
about to issue execution for the taxed costs payable to him. 
A notion was made in the action, to compromise which 
the award had been taken, to restrain this proceeding. 
The Master of the Rolls was of opinion that the two 
‘amounts might be set off one against the other—the 
folicitor’s lien being subordinate to the rights of the 
parties, just as in Cooper v. Badger (4 Hare, 725). The 
4wo sums here were all part of one account, and the ulti- 
mate balance, in his opinion, should only be payable. 
This distinguished the case from Ex parte Cleland (LR. 
2 Ch. 808), where the amount payable for costs was an 
antecedent matter. If he did not so decide, he should be 
making the winning party pay the wrong party his costs, 
and there was really no injustice to the solicitor, who 
Should not have trusted an insolvent party. 


Company — Votuntary Liquipation — Supervision 
OrpeR ON THE APPLICATION oF THE VoLUNTARY LIQuI- 
pator—Companiks Act, 1862, s. 147.—In a case of Hooker's 
Cream Milk Company (Limited), before the Master of the 
Rolls, on the 18th inst, the company, in December, 1878, 

passed a resolution for a voluntary winding up, and a 
liquidator had been appointed. The voluntary liquidator 
now petitioned in the name of the company for a super- 
vision order, with the consent of certain of the creditors 
and ocontributories, The Master of the Rolls made the 
usual supervision order. 


Equirasce AgsiGNMENT.—SHARE or LeGacy—Srtamr Act, 
1870, ss. 16, 17, s. 48, suB-sxcTioNs 1, 2—Biu1 or EXCHANGE 
—Stamrina Sunseqvuent TO Execution.—In a case of 
Fisher y, Calvert, before the Master of the Rolls, on the 
20th inst., a question arose whether a document was an 
~equitable assigument, and so capable of being stamped 


tion of section 48, sub-sections 1 and 2, of the Stamp Act, 

1870, and so absolutely void for all purposes if not stamped 

at the time of execution. By the Stamp Act, s. 48, sub- 

section 1, “bill of exchange” is (inter alia) to include 

“any document in writing (except a bank note) entitling 

or purporting to entitle any person, whether named 
therein or not, to payment by any other person of any sum 
of money therein mentioned.” By sub-section 2 “‘ anorder 

for the payment of any sum of money ont of any particular 

fund which may or may not be available, or upon any 
condition or contingency which may or may not be per- 
formed or happen, is to be deemed for the purposes of the 
Act a bill of exchange for the payment of money on de- 
mand.” The document in question was as follows :—“ To 
A. B., and all others whom it may concern. I hereby 
authorize and direct you as trustee of the last will of C. D., 
deceased, to pay to Mesars F. and G., or their order, the sum 
of £140 ont of moneys now due, or hereafter to become due 
to me, under the will of my late father, the said C. D., 
and before making any payment to methereout. Dated this 
——. Signed E. D.” This document was served on the 
defendant A. B. by the plaintiffs F. and G., but A. B. sub- 
sequently to the receipt of the notice had paid over a sum 
of £61 to E. D. under the trusts of C. D.’s will. The 
action was brought to recover the amount from A. B. and 
E. D. who was insolvent. The contention for the plaintiff 
was that the document was an equitable assignment and 
could be now stamped on its production in court, on the 
authority of Brice v. Bannister (26 W. R. 670, L. RB. 3 
Q. B. D. 569), and Buck v. Robson (26 W. R. 804, L. B. 3 
Q. B. D. 686). For the defendants, on the other hand, it 
was urged that the document came either within the Ist 
or 2nd sub-section of the above section and could not, as 
not being stamped as a bill of exchange, be used for any 
purpose. They relied on Ex parte Shellard (22 W. R. 152, 
L. R. 17 Eq. 109). The Master of the Rolls was of opinion 
that some limitation must be put upon the words of the 
section, as otherwise the lst sub-section would include all 
covenants for the payment of money, even those in a lease 
for rent, and the 2nd sub-section might even include a will 
under its large words. It was unnecessary for him to con- 
sider what the extent of the limitation must be, as in the 
case before him he considered Buck v. Robson exactly in 
point. The effect of that decision, taken with that of the 
Appeal Conrt in Brice v. Bannister, was that this dooument 
was an equitable assignment, and could be now stamped as 
such on payment of the penalty required by section 17. 


Company—WinpINnG-up Petition—Costs oF CRrepirors 
Suprortine Petition—CounseL Not ACTUALLY PRESENT 
WHEN ORDER Maps.—In a case mentioned to the Master 
of the Rolls on the 20th inst., an ex parte application 
was made that the costs of appearance of certain 
creditors who supported a winding-up petition might 
be allowed in the usual way. The petition had 
come on in December and had stood over for a week 
to enable the petitioner's debt to be paid. This, 
however, was not done and the winding-up order was made 
on the 2lst ult, Counsel for creditors of large amount 
who had been present on the first hearing was not actually 
present to ask for his costs when the order was made, and 
the registrar had accordingly refased to allow the appear- 
ance. The Master of the Rolls said that the application 
ought to have been made upon notice; under the ciroum- 
stances, however, he would allow the appearance, unless 
the other parties objected before the registrar. 


Ratway Company—Ricut or To DsaL wits Layp 
ACQUIRED FOR THEIR UNDERTAKING—GRANT OF PERPETUAL 
Ricut oF Way over LanD ACTUALLY usED FoR RalLway 
— “Superrivous Lanp” — Lanps Crauses Act, 1845 
—Raitway Crausss Act, 1845.—In a case of Mudliner 
v. Midland Railway Company, before the Master of 
the Rolls on the 2lst inst., an important question 
was argued as to the right of a railway company 
to grant an unlimited right of way through a certain 
arch over which the railway ran, and on which one of 
their stations was partly built. The railway was constracted 
by another company under their special Act, which was in 
the usual form, “= which gave the defendants, the Midland 





ter execution, or a “bill of exchange” within the defini- 


Company, power to enter into working agreements with the 
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former company. On the completion of the line it was 
taken over by the defendant company and was now worked 
by them. On either side of the station certain superfluous 
land was sold to the contractors by the constructing com- 
y, who gave the contractors an unlimited right of way 
om one piece to the other by an occupation road, and also 
to the piece on one side through one’ of the arches 
on which the station was built. The defendant company 
now required this arch for the purpose of wcrking their 
line, and intended closing it up so as to cut off the 
intiff’s right of way, he having bought the two plots 
of land with all rights of way from the contractors. The 
defendants contended that the constructing company hed no 
wer to grant an unlimited right of way in the way they 
bad done, and that the grant was wholly bad. The r 
of the Rolls, in an exhaustive judgment, dealt with the 
eral rights of railway companies over land acquired for 
the purposes of their undertakings. Except in the cases 
pointed out by the general Acts, he considered a tailway 
company had no power of alienating such land. This arch 
could in no sense come under the term superfinous land, it 
being exactly to his mind the same as if the railway had 
been constructed on an embankment. The land had been 
acquired for one purpose, and any alienation for snother 
purpose was wholly void. The fact that another company 
was working the railway made no difference, because the 
original company could give no title to their contractors, and 
the plaintiff must be taken to have bought with notice of 
this fact. The plaintiff's case, in his opinion, failed, and he 
dismissed the action, with costs. 








Obituary. 


MR. AUGUSTUS CHARLES VELEY. 


Mr. Augustus Charles Veley, solicitor and notary, of 
Bocking and Braintree, died on the 19th inst. after a very 
long illness. Mr. Veley was born in 1815, and was admitted 
@ solicitor in 1836, and soon afterwards commenced to 
practice at Braintree and Bocking in partnership with the 
late Mr. John Cunnington, and afterwards with Mr. Jobn 
Cunnington, junior, but for many years he had been asso- 
ciated with Mr. Augustus Cunnington, who is registrar of 
the Braintree County Court, and clerk to the Local Board 
and Barial Board. Mr. Veley had a large private practice. 
He was a notary public and a perpetual commissioner for 
Essex, and held several important public appointments. 
He was clerk to the county magistrates for the Freshwell 
and South Hinckford Divisions, clerk to the governors of 
Felsted Grammar School, and registrar of the arohdea- 
conries of Essex and Colchester. He was for many years 
joint registrar of the diocese of Rochester, and since the 
creation of the see of St. Albans he had been registrar of 
the last-named diocese, Mr. Veley was a Conservative, 
and @ warm anc liberal supporter of all church institutions, 
He was for many years churchwarden of the parish of 
Braintree, and will be remembered as a party in the cele- 
brated suits of Burder v. Veley, Gosling v. Veley, ko. 
known as the Braintree church rate cases. 


MR. T. GOOLD. 


Mr. T. Goold, solicitor, of Newnham, died at his re- 
sidence at that place cn the 10th inst. Mr. Goold was bern 
in 1829, and was admitted a solicitor in 1856, and had 
ene for over twenty years in the town of Newnham. 

ings part of that time he was in partnership with Mr, 
Maurice Frederick Canter, the clerk to the magistrates at 
Newnham. Mr. Goold had been for several years deputy- 
coroner for the Dean Forest Division of Gloucester, and 
had a good private practice, but he was also widely known 
on account of his political views, being a leading member of 
the Liberal party, and a supporter of Nonconformist and 
temperance prine:ples. He was proprietor of some extensive 
collieries in the district, and had been for some time chairman 
of the Forest of Dean Schoul Board, as well.as a member of 
the Newnham Local Board aod the Westbury-on-Severn 
Board of Guardians. Mr. Goold was buried at Newnham on 
the 15th inst., his fumeral being attended by many private 


friends as well as by representatives of the order of Good 
Templars. 


<= 
Appointments, Etre. 


Mr. Wriu1am Brixpox Bxoop, solicitor, of Witham, his 
been super Deputy-Coroner for the Northern Diy; 
of the County of Essex. Mr. Blood is the son of thei 
Mr. Joseph Howell Blood, solicitor. He was itted in 
1865, and is clerk to the magistrates at Witham and 
supelintendent-registrar. 


aie Wage Roper? Dames meaory of 
erioneth, has been appointed a Perpetua! Commissiongr j, 
take the Acknowledgments of Decds by Married Wa” 
for the County of Merioneth. Mr. Davies is clerk tot), 
Guardians and to the Rural Sanitary Authority, Soho) 
Attendance Committee, and Assessment Committee of th, 
Dolgelley Union, and is vestry clerk, clerk to the 
Board of Health, and Clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes a 
Towyn, in the county of Merioneth. 

Mr. James Trestiian Davy, solicitor, of Ottery, 
Mary, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for. 


Devonshire for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds 
Married Women. y 


Mr. James Herman Dez Ricct, barrister, has. been 
appointed Chief Justice of the Bahama Islands, Mr, Dy 
Ricci was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1872. In 1875 he was appointed as the 
first Attorney-General of the Fiji Islands, and he hag 
since held the office of substitute procureur and Advocate. 
General for the Mauritius, 


Mr. Arraur JoHNson Huaues, solicitor, of Aberystwith, 
has been elected County Treasurer for Cardiganshire, Mr, 
Hughes is also clerk to the county magistrates for the 
Aberayron Division and to the Aberystwith Bnrial Board, 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1870, and ir in partnershi 
with his father, Mr. Hugh Hughes, who is clerk to the 
Aberystwith Board of Guardians, Highway Board, Assess 
ment Committee, and Sanitary Authority, vestry clerk, 
treasurer of the Aberystwith Corporation and superintene 
dent registrar, clerk to the county magistrates for the 
divisions of Upper Ilar and Lower Geneu'rglyn; and-with 
his-brother, Mr, Hugh Hughes, junior. 


Mr. Geo. W. H. Janeway has been appointed a Com- 
missioner for administering Oaths in the Supreme Court, 
Mr. Janeway was admitted in 1863, and has been for some 
years past a member of the firm of Torr, Janeways, & Co, 
of Bedford-row. 


Mr. Wituram Giover Mace, solicitor (of the firm of 
Munn & Mace), of Tenterden, has been appointed a Per. 
petual Commissioner for the County of Kent for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Gzorce Ferris WHIpporNE Mortimer, solicitor, 
of Romsey and Lyndhurst, has been unanimously 
Clerk to the County Magistrates at Romsey, in place of his 
senior partner, the late Mr. William Stead. Mr. Mortimer 
is also town clerk of Romsey and clerk to the Borough 
Magistrates. He was admitted a solicitor in 1868, andis now 
in partnership with Mr. Charles John Tylee, 


Mr. Anruony Norris, solicitor, of 2, Bedford-row, has: 
been appointed a Commi-sioner to take the Acknowledgments 
by Married Women in England of lands in the Presidency of 
Bombay and the Provinces dependent thereon, or subject 
thereto, of deeds required to be acknowledged, and also & 
Commissioner in England to take Affidavits in any suit or 
matter pending, or about to be instituted, in the High Court 
of Judicature at Bombay, and to take all such exxminations 
as may be directed by the court in any such proceedings, and 
to attest the execution of deeds and other instruments, and to 
issue certificates thereof, and of the correctness of all copies 
of such proceedings, deeds, or instruments, 


Mr. Francis Wittuam Benttex Wagsrary, solicitor, of 
Pershore, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for 
Worcestershire for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds 
by Married Women. 


Mr. Josern Larke Wueatty, solicitor, of Salford, has 
been elected Town Clerk of Cardiff, clerk to the Urban 
Sanitary Authority, and solicitor to the Cardiff Burial 
Board, at a salary of £1,000 a year. Mr. Wheatley was 
admitted solicitor in 1878, and has been for several -years- 





deputy town clerk of the borough of Salford. 
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Sauctetites. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society, held, as usual, at the Law 
Jastitution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening, the 21st 
jst, Mr. J. E. Stevens in the chair, the question for debate 
‘6A testator bequeaths his leasehold colliery to 


p todo, to work the colliery; with {a declaration that all 
Josges sbould be paid and borne out of the trust estate. Is 
the person who is under the will entitled to the income of 
the trast estate for life, entitled to enjoy the profits of the 
qlliery in specie during his life?”—the cases referred to 
peing Howe v. Lord Dartmouth (7 Ves. 137), Meyer v. 
Simonsen (5 D. G. & Sm. 723), and Thursby v. Thursiy 
(L. R. 19 Eq. 395). Mr. R. Todd opened the discussion for 
the affirmative in the presence of a well-attended meeting, 
gd he was supported by Mr. J. K. Wright. The negative 
yas maintained by Mr. Upton and Mr. G. H. Bower. Some 
other members having addressed the meeting, the opener 
replied, and the chairman having summed up, put the ques- 
tion to the meeting, when the majority were in favour of the 
affirmative. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The fifteenth inaugural meeting of this society was held 
on Wednesday evening at Clement’s-inn Hall. Amongst 
those present were Sir Patrick Colquhoun, Q.C., Mr. 
Morgan Howard, Q.C., Mr. Montagu Cookson, Q.C., &. 

Sir HarpINGcE GirrarD, Q.C., M.P., who presided, con- 
gratulated the society upon its continued prosperity, vigour, 
and strength. The members were also to be congratulated 
for the tone and spirit in which this and other kindred 
associations promoted free debate and independent thonght, 
as distinguished from the lazy, indolent acceptance of dog- 
matic teaching. It should be remembered by barristers, 
as well as by solicitors, that truth could only be on one 
side, though he had known plausible arguments on the 
wrong side mislead people, especially old ladies. No one 
was able to tell in the ‘first instance upon which side the 
troth lay, and, furthermore, they had to ascertain 
what were the facts of the case before a proper debate 
could take place. That being the condition of things, 
if they steadily kept in mind that which was 
the object of the courts of law and of those who 
were engaged in the administration of justice, he 
thooght the solution of a good many of those diffi- 
culties, which were very apparent, was not far to seek. He 
Velieved that no more mischievous principle could be 
adopted than that people should suppose there was 
absolute truth to be ascertained without discussion. 
Nothing could be more destructive to the rights and 
liberties of mankind than that there should not be free, 
zealous, and strenuous debate on both sides before any 
decision was arrived at. While it was their duty to ascertain 
facts, it should never be the desire of advocates to misrepre- 
sent or juggle with truth, but to properly discharge their 
duty. He justified what were called ‘‘appeals to the 
feelings,” for why should not this system adopted in 


cold and lifeless, and there would not be sufficient sympathy 
with human infirmities and the mode in which people acted 
towards each other. It wasimportant to remember that at 
this moment they were gradually emerging from the shell 
of technicality and getting into something more like 
Teason and substantial justice, but as they did so let them 
adhere to the spirit of the administration, and remember 


‘ that they were engaged in what he believed to be one of 


the most important and honourable functions that existed 
amongst mankind, aiding as ministers of justice to do the 


right and prevent the wrong, and prevent that which was 


the most cruel prostitution of the forms of justice, to inflict 


wrong upon their fellow-subjects. Lawyers were a much- 


bused class, and the phrasee used against them were old 


and worn out, but they were desirous of doing their duty, 
and contribute their quota to the common good. They 


worked hard for their clients without having regard, 


as their assailants supposed, to fees. In so far as the 
Profession of the lawyer was eoncerned, at this moment 


a transitional state. They had the duty of reconciling 
two systems of law, the relics of two different civili- 
zations, and they were endeavouring to bring them into 
one harmonious system, which was not an easy task 
Nowhere could they have expected that that task 
would have been completely accomplished without some 
differences, without some little grating between the 
two systems of jurisprudence. Nevertheless they had 
made some progress, and in a very favourable degree. 
Their present system had been the means of enabling a 
judge to do any litigant justice, , 

Sir P. Corevuoun, Q.C., moved:—‘‘ That much good 
results from the meeting of the law students of both branches 
of the profession, and that the law students’ societies, as 
promoting that end, deserve the most hearty support.” 

Mr. J. Morcan Howarp, Q.C., seconded the proposition, 
which was carried em. dis. 

Mr. Montacu Cooxson, Q.C., proposed, and Mr. 
GRrinHAM KREN seconded:—* That the establishment of law 
students’ societies throughout the country, and of an 
organised system of communication between them, is much 
to be commended.” —Carried unanimously. 

On the motion of Mr. B. G. Laxz, seconded by Mr. W. 
Dowson, it was agreed :—“‘Tbat the maintenance of a 
system of correspondence between the law students for the 
discussion of subjects of general interest and points of law is 
productive of substantial benefit.” 

At the instance of Mr. W. C. Owen, a cordial vote of 
thanks was accorded to the Solicitor-General for his kindness 
in presiding. 

‘The vote having been suitably acknowledged, the proceed- 
ings closed. 





WORCESTER AND WORCESTERSHIRE LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The general annual meeting of this society was held is 
the library on Wednesday, the 15th of January, 1879, th 
following members being present :— 

Messrs, Charles Pidcock (president), T. G Hyde (vice- 
president), Southall, Curtler, R. P. Hill, Hughes, Frederick 
Corbett, George Perry (Stourbridge), Henry Corbett, and 
Wn. Allen (hon. secretary). 

The treasurer’s account, which, showed a balance in favour 
of the society of £167 63. 5d., having been audited and 
passed, the report of the committee for the past year was 
read by the secretary, from which it appeared that there 
were, up to the 3lst{of December last, seventy-one members 
and subscribers as‘against seventy-two in the year 1877. The 
amount expended in books was £30 183. 1ld., and the num- 
ber of books taken out of the library, exclusive of periodicals, 
was 1,791, as against 1,665 in 1877. The report proceeded 
to state that the committee had under its consideration 
during the year several Bills and measures before Parliament 
affecting the profession, amongst which the following were 
referred to:—The Married Women’s Property Bill; The 
Bill to Establish a Criminal Appeal; The Bill for Better 
Settling Real Estates ; The County Court Procedure Bill; 
and they had sent fuli replies on the questions submitted for 
their consideration to the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies. The committee also gave its approval to the 
clause in Mr. Gregory’s Bill wich would have allowed a solici- 
tor having entered an Inn of Court and passed a bar examina- 
tion to be called to the bar. The committee approved of the 
Married Women’s Property Bill, so far as it allowed a 
married woman to be sued in respect of her separate *ptop- 
erty, but as to that part of the Bill which would have 
allowed her to have all property belonging to her before 
marriage, or acquired thereafter, they did not consider the 
lawon this head required alteration. They spproved generally 
of the Bill for establishing criminal appeal, but were 
decidedly opposed to the principle of allowing prisoners or 
defendants and their wives and husbands to give evidence on 
trials where they, or either of them, were, or was, the 
prisoner or defendant. The recommendation of the com~- 
mittee of the Associated Provincial Law Societies upon the 
Land Transfer Act, 1874, had also received the attention 
and general approval of the committee, and they came to the 
conclusion that district registries for registration of deeds, as 
in Middlesex, with some necessary improvements, would 
operate to prevent fraud and be desirable. 

The following appointment of officers was then made :— 





the times were peouliar. They were in what was called 





Mr. Charles Pidcock (who had recently been elected an 
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extrserdinary member of the Incorporated Liw cate? 
was re-elected president, Mr. T. G. Hyde was. re-elec 
wice-president, and Mr. Wm. Allen was re-elected secretary 
and treasurer for the ensuing year. ; 
The following gentlemen were elected the committee for 
the ensuing year, in addition to the ex-officio members :— 
Messrs. Southall, Curtler, Beale, R. P. Hill, and Henry 
Corbett. Messrs. A. J. Beauchamp, F. R. Jeffrey, E. A. 
Davis, E. L. Cave (of Bromyard), and W. W. A. Tree were 
elected members of the society. 
Messrs. E. H. Selfe and Mr. Thomas Marshall Todd, both 
ef the Oxford Circuit, became subscribers to the library 
during the past year. 





Heqal News. 


The Times says that Mr. Willcox, a local solicitor, was 
called upon a few days ago by the stipendiary magistrate 
at Wolverhampton to apologise for haviog made the remark 
in court that a decision of Mr. Spooner’s was “‘ most abomic- 
able.” On Wednesday Mr. Willcox said that he had con- 
ferred with the local law association, who held that his 
remark was not justified by the rules of etiquette subsisting 
between bench and advocates. After he had made a qualified 
ap logy, the stipendiary consented to hear him. 


In a case of Wiseman v. Wiseman, before the Divorce 
Division, on the 17th inst., the jury consulted for some 
miontes, and returned, through their foreman, the following 
verdict :—‘*We find that the respondent has committed 
adultery, but there is no proof.’ Much amusement was 
created by the verdict. It appeared, however, that what 
the foreman meant to convey was that, although there was 
mo direct proof of the respondent’s guilt, yet that the evi- 
deace satisfied the jury that the charge alleged against him 
was well founded. A verdict was accordingly entered for 
the petitioner. 


The Calcutta Englishman, discussing an article which 
appeared ante, p. 3, on administration of estates of persons 
dying in India, in which, referring to the practice of the 
Court of Chancery to allow an executor in India, to whom 
mo legecy was given in his character of executor, a commis- 
sion of five per cent. on all assets of the testator collected by 
him in India, we pointed out that this rule is likely to be aban- 
doned in case the question should come before the English 
coarts. “* We suppose, however,” we added, ‘‘ the question 
will not be likely to arise, as persons who deal with Indian 
assets, being aware of the law of that country, will not 
claim commission or agency charges. At the same time the 
geinage will do well to remember the present state of the 

w cn the point.” With reference to this our Calcutta 
contemporary says :—‘‘ We think the question is far from 
unlikely to arise, as to our knowledge commission is charged 
by persons (other than the Administrators-General) adminis- 
tering the estates of deceased persons. We have inquired 
into the matter, and find that commission and agency 
eharges are by no means unfrequently claimed by persons 
dealing with Indian assets, notwithstaoding the very clear 
language of section 856. That the provisions of this section 
are 80 frequently ignored is @ fact which calls for strict in- 
vestigation bythe courts, Should the result of such inves- 
tigation prove that the present state of the law is not 
safficie xt to repress the evil against which it was directed, 
ther the remedy lies with the Legislature.” 


The journey of M. Albert Gigot, the Prefect of Police, to 
London, says the Paris correspondent of the Times, will 
not have been fruitless. An endeavour was made to get 
Gp 4 report that it bad been undertaken with the aim of 
Organizing some supervision or prosecution of Communist 
refugees. Bat this absurd fiction was soon abandoned, as 
it was well known that the prefect’s chief object was to 
gee oa the spot all matters connected with arrests on sns- 
picion, and the rapidity with which persons arrested are 
brought to trial. His inquiries have resulted in his seeing 
his way to 4 reduction of the very large number of arrests 
made in the Paria district, a reduction of which he had 
jong perceived the necessity. There is not a town in 
Earvpe where in proportion more arrests are made than 
here, ovd the reason is thas nowhere are they made with 


1 
oo 
accused persons will be arrested who have no fixed re, 
dence and whom it would be impossible to find again, 
who, while possessing a settled abode, are charged with 
an offence serious enough to make it worth their While to 
cross the frontier; vagabond beggars, and persong 

and incapable, who are a nuisance on the public 
fare. Against any others it will suffice to issue & summons, 
The preliminary examination also is to undergo 

The present form is much more complicated in Fran, 
than in England. In France every person arrested is sgh, 
jected to an examination as to his antecedents, and this 
system is often fraught with very good results. Ip 

to expedite this examination, the Prefect of Poligg pro- 
poses to place all the police centres in telegraphic oom, 
munication with the central office, where the general 
criminal records are kept, so as to enable the prefecture tp 
give the necessary information within twenty-four hours, 
and decide whether the arrested persom has criminal ante. 
cedents or not—that is to say, whether his detention ough; 
to be prolonged. 


At the South Molton County Court, on the 15th inst, 
the judge (Mr. Serjeant Petersdorff), before the commence. 
ment of the business of the court, said, since the last cour; 
the profession had lost a very prominent member, a gentle. 
man who had practised in that court for many years, and in 
all cases in which he was engaged, and which came before his 
Hononr, he evinced an extraordinary degree of zeal, energy, 
and anxiety for the interest of his client, an anxiety and 
energy which sometimes, perhaps, led to a belief that it almost 
amounted to eccentricity, but it was the reverse. It wag 
zeal and solicitude for the protection of the interests of 
those whose rights were intrusted to him which gave to 
his manner more than ordinary degree of anxiety. Hig 
Honour could only say that during the whole of the time that 
the late Mr. Shapland was before him, he never knew the 
slightest infringement of truth, and he never knew him fail 
in any way to act with the greatest candour, and the 
greatest anxiety, to get at the. truth. He was sure the 
profession had lost a very useful member, and society had 
also lost one of its most honourable members, and he very 
much regretted that the profession had sustained such a 
loss, which was a loss to him as judge as well as a friend. 
Mr. Lionel Bencraft, of Barnstaple, said, as the senior 
advocate practising in that court, and, he was afraid, in 
almost every court, he trusted his Honour would excuse 
his saying how fully he shared in the kind feeling which 
his Honour had expressed. He had known Mr. Shapland 
intimately for fifty years, and had had mach intercourse 
with him during his professional life. His Honour had 
correctly stated that he was a most honourable practitioner, 
and was a gentleman whose word was always to be relied 
on. He was most zealous and anxious in the discharge of 
his duties to his clients, and in addition to that he could 
say, from personal knowledge, that @ more kind-hearted 
man did not exist in the whole of their profession. He 
deeply shared in the regret which his Honour had ex- 
pressed. 


One of the cases which came before the Canterbury 
County Court at the last sitting was one in which Messrs. 
Gavin & Son, of Leith, rope and sail makers, sued Mr. Holt, 
of Whitstable, for the price of some rope, with which 
they had supplied him. Mr. W. N. Wightwick, who 
appeared for the plaintiffs, was so satisfied with the 
case, as laid before the judge and jury by the legal gentle- 
man who opposed him on behalf of the defendant, that he 
declined to address the court for his clients, His Honour 
also expressed a pretty decided opinion as to the merits 
of the defence, and he, too, refused to occupy the time 
of the jary with summing up the evidence. It seemed, 
therefore, a foregone conclusion that the jary would 
at once find for the plaintiffs, but to the surprise of 
every one in the court they held a very grave consul- 
tation on the matter, and evidently could not agree. 
The judge, seeing this, endeavoured to explain the 
case in even plainer terms than it had already been 
put before them, and then one of the jury, after a farther 
consultation, said, to the amusement of the spectators, that 
they found for the defendant. Before the sensation to which 
this announcement gave rise had ed away, one of the 
jurors bluntly asked which was the defendant, and which 





ae little hesitation as in Paris. Henceforth only those 


the plaintiff. The respective parties being pointed out 
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apd the judge having once more tried to place the 
elon in simpler Phraeslogy than ever, the jury at length 
yurned @ verdict for the plaintiffs. It then turned out 
¢hat the questiun which they had been debating was as to 
gho was plaintiff and who defendant; and much laughter 
gas caused by a second juror declaring that he did not 
méderstand which was which, It was evident, however, 
they intended a verdict for the Leith firm, and against Mr. 
fiolt, and the learned judge remarked that if there had been 
alittle want of understanding amongst them, they might 
emsole themselves by thinking they had given a very sound 


judgment. 





Agsttes. 


BEDFORD. 
(Before Lord Corerrper, C.J., and Special Jury.) 
Jan. 16.—Nicholson v. Williamson. 

This was an action brought by Mr. Alfred Nicholson, 

gilicitor, of Bedford, against Mr. E. W. Williamson, secre- 

to the Incorporated Law Society, to recover damages to 
compensate the plaintiff for his not having obtained a cer- 
tifieate enabling him to practise as a solicitor as far back as 
the year 1873. 

Harris, and Fitzgerald, appeared for the plaintiff ; 

Mellor, Q.C., Murray (specially retained), and Dugdale, 
for the defendant, 

It appeared that the society had refused to grant the 
plaintiff a certificate on the ground that he had practised as 
asolicitor without being duly qualified, and Mr. Justice 
Denman, on appeal, confirmed the decision of the society 
andrefused the certificate. This decision of Mr. Justice 
Denman was not appealed against ; but after the passing of 
the Judicature Act the plaintiff obtained his certificate from 
the Master of the Rolls. 

In the course of the address of plaintifi’s counsel, 

Mellor objected that the defendant was not the right per- 
son to be sued, and, after some argument, 

The learned Jupaez allowed the objection, and said that the 
statement of claim set forth two causes of action—one, that 
the defendant had refused to give a certificate which he had 
no power to give, and the other that the defendant, in col- 
lusion with others, improperly obtained a legal, proper, and 
sanding order ofa judge ; and the plaintiff was nonsuited. 


Quarter Sessions. 


~_ 


BOLTON. 
(Before S. Porz, Esq., Q.C., Recorder.) 

On the 16th inst., Walter Scowcroft, solicitor, surrendered 
tohis bail on the charge that he on the 4th of April, 1878, 
being bailee of £150 for Mary Pimbley and Henry Sheffield, 
fraudalently converted the same to his own use. He was 
charged on another count with stealing the money. 

ham prosecuted, and 

Hardy defended. 

* The facts, as stated for the prosecution, were that on the 
Asth of September, 1877, Mrs. Pimbley and Henry Sheffield, 
Were executors and occupied humble positions in life, 
Were induced by the prisoner, with whom they had formerly 
had business transactions, to withdraw from the bank £150, 
tnd to lend it to a person named John Roscow, who wished 
to complete a loan of £400 on mortgage. Roscow repaid the 
Money with interest to the prisoner on the 14th of January, 
1878, but the latter never mentioned tho circumstance until 
the 6th of April, when he told Mrs. Pimbley that he had re- 
tavested the money at six per cent. Mrs, Pimbley said he had 
20 authority to do that, and asked what the security was, to 
Jat prisoner replied that the money had been lent to Mr. 
John Seddon, of Westhoughton, upon the security of the 

Sach and Horses, Bury Old Road. Subsequently Mrs, 
Pimbley called with a friend named Thomas, and asked to 
Se the deeds. Prisoner at first made some demur, but on 

tefusing to leave until they had seen the deeds he sent 
them to his office at Radoliffe, but then said he coald not 
them except in the presence of Sheffield the other 
executor, Eventually he gave up the deeds, which on being 





examined by Mr. Hulton, solicitor, were found to be utterly 
worthless as a security. It seems that Mr. Seddon had 
originally granted a lease of the Coach and Horses to the 
late Walter Scowcroft, father of the prisoner's wife, who was 
equitably interested in one-fourth part of the lease. Prisoner 
himself had no interest whatever in the property, yet it was 
professed that the security for this £150 was on the whole of 
the Coach and Horses, and that the money was invested with 
Mr. Seddon, the owner of the house. Upon the face of the 
deeds prisoner himself was the borrower of the money, 
— was an acknowledgment for it on the back of the 
eed. : 

The REcorvER said the first count on the indictment must 
fail. The money was given to the prisoner to invest, and as 
soon a8 it was invested with Roscow the bailment was de- 
termined. He (the Recorder) should, however, advise the 
jury that when the money was repaid by Roscow the prisoner 
had no right to deal with it without first receiving the in- 
structions of Mrs. Pimbley and Sheffield. 

Hardy submitted that at the time the money came into 
the possession of the prisoner he had no fraudulent intention 
with regard to it, and that any such intention subsequently 
did not constitute-larceny. It was the common practice of 
solicitors to put money of their clients into the bank in their 
own name, and if this constituted larceny ninety per cent. of 
the solicitors would be liable to be proceeded against. He ad- 
mitted that prisoner had been indiscreet, but argued that he 
probably thought he had some control over the fourth 
share of his wife in the public-house, and if so it could not 
be said when he appropriated this money that he had any 
intention of stealing it, 

The jury found the prisoner guilty of appropriating the 
money with the intention of stealing it. 

Before sentence was passed, prisoaer desired to say a word 
or two. The money was received from Roscow by one of his 
clerks, and he did not know of it untila month or two after- 
wards, when he explained all the facts to Mrs. Pimbley. He 
added that only a few days ago the matter might have been 
settled on payment of £100, but, thinking he was innocent, 
he refused to pay it. 

The RecorDeR said that was an unfortunate observation. 
Prisoner surely did not suppose that he (the Recorder) was 
ignorant of what took place at Salford Sessions, when a simi- 
lar charge was made against him, which he did pay to settle. 
He (the Recorder) had made up his mind that if anything of 
the sort was attempted on the present occasion he would not 
sanction it. The prisoner had keen guilty of a scandalous 
fraud, for which he could have been sent into penal servi- 
tude, but taking into account his loss of position—for he 
could never again practise as a solicitor—be should sentence 
him to twelve months’ hard labour. 





daw Student’s Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finan Examinations, 1878. 
Special Prizes. 

Timpron Martin Prize for candidates from Liverpool.—To 
Charles Aloysius Maria Lightbound, who from among the 
candidates from Liverpool in the year 1878 passed the best 
examination, and who attained honorary distinction, the 
council have awarded the prize, consisting of a gold medal, 
founded by Mr, Timpron Marti, of Liverpool. Mr, Light- 
bound served his clerkship with Mr. John Parkinson, 
of Liverpool; Messrs. Duncan, Hill, & Dickinson, of 
Liverpool; and Messrs. Gregory, Roweliffe, Roweliffe, 
Rawle, of London, and obtained a prize in June, 1878. 

Atkinson Prize for candidates from Li 1 or Preston.— 
To Charles Aloysius Maria Lightbound, who from among 
the candidates from Liverpool or Preston in the year 1878 
has shown himself best acquainted with the law of real 
property and the practice of conveyancing, has otherwise 

essed a satisfactory examination, and has attained honorary 
Vistinetion, the council have awarded the prize, consisting 
of a gold medal, founded by Mr. John Atkinson, of Liver- 

l. Mr, Lightbound served his clerkship with Mr. John 
arkinson, of “Liverpos! ; Messrs. Dancan, Hill, & Dickin- 
son, of Liverpool; and Messrs. Gregory, Roweclitfe, Rowelitle, 
& Rawle, of London ; and obtained a prize in Jane, 1878. 
Broderip Prize for real property and conveyancing. —Open 
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to all candidates.—-Ernest Ezbert Blyth, B.A., having, amon 
the candidates in the year 1878, shown himself best acquaint: 
with the law of real property and the practice of conveyancing, 
having passed a satisfactory examination, and having attained 
honorary distinction, the council have awarded to him the 
prize, consisting of a gold medal, founded by Mr. Francis 
Broderip, of Lincoln's-inn. Mr. Blyth served his clerkship 
with Mr. Williem Henry Tillett, of Norwich; and obtained 
a prize in November, 1878. 

Scott Scholarship—Open to all Candidates.—Ernest 
Egbert Blyth, B.A., being, in the opinion of the coungil, the 
candidate best acquainted with the theory, principles, and 

ractice of law, they have awarded to him the scholarship 

unded by Mr. John Scott, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London. 
Mr. Blyth served his clerkship with Mr. William Henry 
Tillett, of Norwich; and obtained a prize in November, 
1878. 

Birmingham Law Society’s Prize for candidates from Bir- 
mingham.—The examiners also reported that among the 
candidates from Birmingham in the year 1878 there was no 
one qualified to take the prize for that year. 

Heelis Prize for candidates from Manchester or Salford. 
—To William Eaton, B.A., who from among the candidates 
from Manchester or Salford in the year 1878 passed the 
best examination, and who attained honorary distinction, 
the council have awarded the prize, consisting of a gold 
medal, founded in memory of the late Mr. Stephen Heelis, 
of Manchester. Mr. Eaton served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Earle, Son, Orford, Earle, & Milne, of Manchester ; 
and Messrs. Rooke & Son, of London ; and obtained a prize 
in November, 1878. 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Covet or Masrer or tHe ‘ 
Date. groan Me et V.C, Manis. 


Monday, Jan.. 27Mr. Clowes Mr.Latham Mr. Teesdale 
Tuesday 


coosse 23 «© Leach Holdship 
«++. 29. Clowes Latham Teesdale 
Koe Leach Holdship 
Clowes Latham Teesdale 
Koe Leach Holdship 
V.C. Bacon. V.C.Hars, ‘Mr. Jestioe 
Monday, Jan.. 27Mr. Merivale Mr. Ward Mr. Farrer 
Tuesda: Milna Pemberton King 
Merivale Ward Farrer 
Milne Pemberton King 
Merivale Ward Farrer 
Milne Pemberton King 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cuancery Drvisiox. 
Transfer of Causes. 
The following actions with witnesses have been trans- 


ferred from the Master of the Rolls to the Vice-Chancellor 


Sir James Bacon :— 

English vy Dempster Action 

Corbishley v Coward Action and motion for jadgment 
In re Alderson, Alderson v Eastwood Action 

Munro v Such Action 

Lowenthal v Atkivs Action 

Dent v Sovereign Life Assurance Company Action 
Dent v Learoyd Isenes of fact 

Allen v Kennett Action 

Nicholson vy Peyton Action 

Bircham v Freshwater, &c., Railway Company Action 
Cox v Roberta Action 

Reeve vy Rogers Action 

Oppenheim y Werner Action 

Pinsock v Ostlere Action 

Tibbite v¥ Deer Action 

Tn re Stains Stains v Adey Action and motion for 


judgment 

Kend+il vy Lord Beaumont Action 

In re Hist deceased, Johnstone vy Tennant Actionand motion 
for judgment 





Sexton v Bartley Action a 
a v Hawks — att be judgment 

he Londonand County ip v Ratcliffe Act: 
Franklyn v Jones Action _— Actin 
Brown “eevee — sili 
Wolverhampton end Staffordshire Railwa 

Thompson Action Cross examination m4 Phe , 
Markham v Jaques Action. 


The following actions bave been transferred fro; 
Chancellor Malas to Vice-Chancellor Bacon :— “ve 
Sperring v Bowering Action 
Re Foot deceased, Sparrow v Beazley Action 
Davidson v Crighton Action Witnesses 
Gaskin v Balls Action Witnesses 
Brindley v Partridge Action 
West of England, &c, Bank v Rosser Action and motion fy 

judgment 
Murray v Shaw Action 
Critchfield vy Bown Action 
Gillman v Dutrulle Action Witnesses 
Nevill v Honeysett Action Witnesses 
In re Rowand deceased, Rowand v Rowand Action Wi. 


nesses 
Von Heyden v Neuctadt Action Witnesses 
Hunt v Bostel Action Witnesses 
Goldney v Lewis Action 
Swain v Canter Action 
In re Davey deceased, Davey v Shaw Act 
In re Shuttlewood d d, Wood v Miles Action 
Preston v Neele Cause 
Hardcastle v Varley Action and motion for judgment 
Payne v Hurd Motion for judgment 
Chichester v Ferrier Action 
Sherwood v Natl, &c, Bank Action 
Dinn v Robinson Action 
Stone v Slipless Roadway, &c, Company Action Wit 





nesses 
Stone v Spartali Action Witnesses 


MIDDLESEX, 
Hitary Sirtine, 1879. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 


This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Con- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of tid 
has been given; and also all actions in the Chancery Divisio, 
in which notice has been given of trial before a judge and jury, 
up to and including 13th January, 1879. 

Ex 1 Hall (in person) v Gill (Rickards and stponed 

CP 2 West Caeerett iM P) v De la Warr Woceaea Co), stayed &J 

QB 3 Woolf (R and E Bastard) v Harris and Oo (A Pulbrook) 

Ex 4 Hickey (Belfrage and M) v Montefiore (Lewis and Lewis), 
commission § 

QB 5 Creed (A J Murray) v Millett (Roscoe, H and 8), commission 

QB 6 Brown (Merriman, M and Co) v Elkington and ors (Lumley 
and L), commission 

OP: rt eee B and B) v Brown and ors (Janson, 0 and 


CP 8 Griffiths (M G Geoghegan) v London and 8t. Katherine 
Docks Co ape df and Son) 

CP 9 Wilbraham (Cha y% ent BS © the Martine 
and Mariners urance Co limited (Harrisons.and 


stayed 
QB 10 Sawbridge and anr (N Bennett) v Eggar (Walker and Co) 
QBll Frevand (Lindo and Co) v Langton and anr (Rook and 80s) 


8 
B 12 Benjamin (J Frost) v Litten (F A. Lewty), commission 

g B 13 Benjamin (i ioe Rab & R)v Higginbottom (F T Dubois), 
commission §8J 

QB 14 Hallward (C B Hallward) v Blanford and ors (OJ Ours; 
GHK er), postponed 

QB 15 The London en perme limited (Markby, Tand8) 
Vv 1 


France oe an 
- 16 Joshua (A E Webb) v Green (Hare and F), commission 
17 Palmes (Lake, B and Co) v Hope and anr (Shoubridgean! 
M), without jury, postponed 
Ex 18 Same (Same) v Boavan (same), without jury, penne 1 
Ex 19 Liwydarth Iron, &, Co (Houghton and B)'v Fearn (48 
Mallandein ad 
Ex 2 (J ¥ Masgrove) ¥ Belfour end. one (ieee 
Co; ‘ory ani Co) 8J 
Ex 21 ic ~~} — (Tamplin, 'T and J) v Mackenzie (8 
‘op’ mn 
QB 29 Marks and anr (Abrahams and R) v Weininger (Chepms 


and commission 

wake Ponti pm PW Nene), comme 

v vans and B), 

pee 7 mpegs aal 
anr rT 

CP 26 The Bilson 0 Mondowsa Coll Co limited (Astant 
M, © ond Go) Goold and wa (Wogan and; 

QB 27 Thomson (T Lidiard and Co) v Nanson (H C Barker) 
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and G) v: Oxenham 
Ashwin) v Barnwe Glerk 
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eSSS 38 &e& S82 Sue 


) v: Metropolitan 


M Abrahams and R) vy Coombe (Brandons 
P Upton) v Wells (Ounlifie, Band D), cor 4 


J Pettingill) v Crawcour and Co (Dixon, Ward & Co 
reas v Lindley and anr (J Davies), post , 


acobson oe ee v Robinson and Fisher (R Thomas) 
dha (FO Gi and sy v Clarkson (Plews, I and Co) 
© Greenfield ins (Turner and Son) a. 
R) v The Agricultural and 
Horticultural Co-operative A Association limited (A F Bar- 


ant commission 
eville (Bolton and M) v Henderson A's S Ward) 
Bri —- Band H) v Goldsmith (W T Hamlin), com- 


Di 
De 

ce 
Carter eter (2 S Cole) v Earl of Desart (Horn and M) SJ 
Evans (West, A and Co) v Lefeyre (Trinder and H), 


commission 
Fairtlough (W Rogers) v Porker (Eardley, Holtand Co) SJ 
Galmers G 1 Whitehouse) vy Chalmers (Nelaon, Sonand H), 


mma 0 (Digh: aL Sete Tae) 

‘0 yy an v Gibbs 

The Hale Macdonald War R Metcalfe) vy Williams 

and Son and ors (C.A S oer  y 

Zoboli (T Frame) v Bettini and wife (W F Nokes) 

Bannatyne (Wilson, B and Co) v one 

Telegraph Co ld (Bischoff, B and B) 

Castle (J Cotton) v Farrant (F W Smith) 83 

god wed Fp avenge 9 and Hans Place Estate limd 
Webster and G), without jury 

alert (Miller, 3 S shy ree eigto Gan - Se: al 


aan H and ™), ¢ penn Ft 
Pease (Lowless aud 00) v Nash (Rooks an ress 
The Mutual Society (Linklater, H, A & B) v Mirams (E Mirams 
Whitham (Jacobs & V) v Cutler and aur (Linklate & Oo) 8. 
a = ae) ¥ and ors (in person; W F 


Stokes 
OP @ Caudle ( *T Newbould) v Austin (a ee | Rs 
B61 Hale (Layton, Son and L) v Go 

B 63 Bridgman and ove (a Bednon) e Helo ae at acon) 

CP @ Burke (J A Parry) v The South-Eastern Ry Co (W R Stevens) 


QB 64 Lees ond tow Scottish Union Insurance Co (Young, 


(Wedlake 
Jones and ed 
aeynara) v Lee (in » Gen pernon) 


OP 6 Hildyard (W 
ie Litton (Rishanieon 8)v Le yong J Sonia and L) SJ 
brick) v London and County Banking Co 


B 67 Goatley (H_ Philbric’ 
andH) 8J 
vM pepteut Townshend (WA ie BI 
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(G Jand P Vanderpump) v The Great. Northern Ry Co 
elson, B and N 


“Hy ij Hmancal a and Co) v Hickman and anr (J and R 
hk ao Son) v Turner and.Son (Norris, Allen and 
and anr (Crouch and 8) v © Eaegrsend anr - H Finch) 
E Lowther) v 
C Fisher and Co) ¥ Hobson (Beyfus and B. 
and B) v mn 
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CP 102 Gubb (Noon and 0) v L and North-Western Ry Co (RF” 
Ex 103 Cnt coher Reeve) v Lowe and others (W aay 


Ex 104 bh rage rng end Soe Dh be rg Ki 
Ex 106 and anr Co) v Hunt a West) 
CP 106 Woon) v r Bishop we Wistbaseren 
and Co; D W pokmy 3 

o; Bakes as Keig and Co) 8J 
Ex 107 Hing nd DD eved (Rollit end Sons) v Mayor, &c, of Leamington 
Ex 108 colins (Gardiner, Son and,W) v Land South-Western Ry Co 
OP 109 Young -_ ors (E mowwenh v Wilson (Stevensand H) SJ 
QB 110 Winn (A G Ditton) v N Metropolitan Tram Co (H C 


) SJ 
OB i lll Lac g (Same) v Same (Same) SJ 
B 112 Rule (Same) v Braid and Co ba and H) 
Ex 113 5 lator as id wife (Bevan and D) v The South-Eastern 
Ry Co(W R Stevens) SJ 
OB 206 Loam Fe a ae ee mas) 
QB 115 Harrison (J E Lickfold) y Hopkinson and anr (W Morley; 


Bennett 
CP 116 i Acs and Arnold) v Potter and anr (Tippetis, 
QB 117 by di (B Hutchinson) vy Wood, administratrix (T R Apps) 


Ex 118 Lee (T R Apps) v White (Ellis and C 
Ex 119 = (Denton, H and B) v Dunlop (Hare and F), postponed 


cP 2 Jeffery (J eg vil (Thompson and D) 
Ex oo. Watson) v Price and anr (Cree and Sen ; 


hilpot ani 

QB Pim (Shee C and Co) v Evans (Brook and C) 

Ex 123 Champion (Duignan and 8) v Walter (Purkis and P), com- 
mission 

Ex 124 Minns (W Sweetland) v Wilkinson {Marson and D) 

Ex 125 The Broomhall Tile and Brick Co limd (Gadsden and T) v 
Cheesman and Co (Clarke and C) 

CP 126 Smith (GS Finch) v Chamberlain and anr (W Easton) 

Ex 127 Pritchitt (G J Jennings) v Perry and Co (Lewis, M and L) 


QB 128 oi ae and W) v London Tramway Co (H C 


QB 129 Hudson ( ( ‘ling and K) v Budds (Sandom, K and K) 
¢ B = Grei; = H Hughes) v Salting and ors (Flowers and N) 
131 Fa r (W B Dunn) v Chubb and anr (Venn and W) 
Ex 132 Dewar em (W Eley) v Tinker and aor (Rollit and J) 


8J 
Ex 133 Ellis (W H Tattam) v Kocsis (AC Spaull) SJ 
a> 134 Keight (Lane and A) v Hill (E W and W B James) 
136 Murrell er oe (V J Chamberlain) vy Heritage (F Heritage 


and Co) 
Ex 136 Thacleoh (Rooks and Co) v Perry (H W Cattlin) 
Ex 4 Smith (in Lory v Muir (E C Goldring) 
QB1l oO shies: 0 Humphreys and Son) v Paton (IT Donni- 


CP 199 Tosmee yn d ors (Wills and W) v Benham Eta 
B 140 Peart (T D Dutton) v Cross (Fisher, M and C 
x 141 Turnor (Pattison, Wigg and Co) v Mechen. (Walter and 


B 14 Bodall ( Socles) v Bagenal ( H Rawlings) 
B 14 Petry ing! and Sona) v Hoops (W T Ricketts) 
14 Faxwel (A aynes and Sons) v Lon Gen Omnibus Co limd 


QB = B ~ (IT "(dT Haseldine) v Thorogood (Wontner and Sons) 
QB > Seven ome) ) v N Metropolitan Tram Co (H © Godfray) 


QB 147 Ronalds (Thompson and D) vy Brunsden (Woodbridge and 
OB aS ae See eee 
(Mercer and 


“tara ) v Copestake ( 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Jan 30.— Mesars. Huazent | Bean & Co., at the Mart, at 
12 a 1 p.m., Reversion (see advertisement, January ‘18, 
Sian 30.—Mesers. Furser, Price, & Furssr, at the Mart, 
- 1 for 2 Lary Leasehold Property (see advertisement, 








eae Roars, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 


id Properties (see advertisement, January 18, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIR TH. 
SmiTH—Jan. 16, at Brookaide, Friern Barnet, the wife of R. 
. Smith, Larrister-at-law, of a son. 
MARRIAGE, 
Connotty—JuLiaAN—Jan. 13, at tin ® St. Luke's, Patrick 
Shelton Deane solicitor, Limerick, to Ada Florence, 
daughter of Henry Bacon Julian, solicitor, Cork. 


DEATHS. % 
Buan—Jan. 17, at Cheltenham, William 


Hen Bubb, solicitor, 
WaaweeJen. 19, at in Augustus Charles Veley, 


solicitor, aged 73, 
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‘Ditto for Account, Feb. 4, 96% 


23 8 Jan, 25, 1879, 
——= 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. Creditors under Estates in Chancery, - 
January 23, 1879. Last of Proof. 
; ~~ pamamaprieidic oe Atkins, Hen! Frederick, “Hingham, Norfolk, Heed Merchan 
3 per Cent, Consols, 964 Annuitias, April, "85, 0} Lend ¥. Atkins, V.0. Malins. Emerson, Norwi t. Feb, 


. (Red Sea T.).Aug. 1908 
Ex Bills ,£1000, 23 per Ct.17 p.m. 
Ditto, £500, Do, 17 p.m. 
Ditto, 2100 & £26C, 17 p.m. 
Bank of England Stock, 245 
Ditte for Account. 


Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 963 
New 3 per Cent., 963 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 
De. 24 perCent., Jan. ’94 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan, "18 
Annuities, Jan.’80 





RAILWAY STOCK. 
















































Railways. Paid.) Closing Price 

Stock| Bristol and Exeter 100 _ 
Stock} Caledonian 100 954 
StockiGlasgow and South-Western .....0.cc.0.++-ee0000| 100 99 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock secsccessssssseess| 100 50} 
Stock|Great Northern 100 14 
SNE. Dig Bi CRIE winncossnscecseicncnenescoseronpneeenenl. UNE 113 
Stock|Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......| 100 129 
-Stock|Great Western—Original 100 93 
Stock| Lancashire and Yorkshire ......scsessessesseee| 100 1215 
Stock| London, Brighton, and South Coast 100 126 
Stock| London, Chatham, and Dover.,.... | 100 24 
“Stock|/London and North-Western ... 100 141 
Stock|London and South Western........ +| 100 131 
Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln sess} 100 74 
Stock| Metropolitan 100 vot 
Stock] Do., District side 100 s 
Stock} Midland 100 122 
Stoek|North British 100 88: 
Stock| North Eastern 100 135 
Stock|North London 100 = 
Stock} North Staffordshire 100 70 
Stock Devon 100 
Stock|South-E tern 100 126 




















* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid te B. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved 


Farway, Jan. 17, 1879. 
Robinson, Thomas, and Richard Frederic Dempster, Eccleshall, Stafford, 


Solicitors. Jan9 

TvespaY, Jan 21, 1879. 
Louis, Mareus, Wm. Osbert Edwards, and W. Charles Langley, Rhyl 
Flint, Solicitors. Dec 31 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 


Liurrep tx Caanceny. 
Farpar, Jan. 17, 1879, 
Advance Bank, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Jan 15, 
directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Jan 31. Carter, Old Jewry 
chambers, solicitor for the petitioner 
Fresh and Preserved Meat Agency, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R. deted Dec 21, it was ordered that the above agency be wound 
up. Belemore, Bigh Holborn, solicitor for the petitioners 
Storforth Lane Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding u 
ted Jan 15, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Jan 25. 
and Co, Staple Inn, agents for Black, Chesterficld,§ solicitor 
for the pe'i‘ioner 
Storforth Lane Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up 
ited Jan 16, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on Jan 25. 
iilyard, King st 
Tynemouth Aquariom and Winter Garden Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up presented Jan 16, directed to be heard before the M.R, 
on Jan %. Batty and Whitehouse, Charles st, St James square, 
sclicitors for the petitioner 
Usumirep m Cuanceny. 
Frivay, Jan. 17, 1879. 
Indian Tea Agency.—Petition for winding up presented Jan 13, di- 
sected to be heard before the M.R. om Jan 26. Andrew and Wood, 
Great James street. Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioners 
West of Engiand and South Wales District Bank.—By an order dated 
Dec 20, V.C. Maiins bas appointed William Turquand, Tokenhouse 
yard, aod Edward Gustavus Clarke, Bristol, official liquidators 
Limitep in Cnanoeny, 
= —_—— ag a hee a. 1879. 
corge Mi Company, Limited.— Petition for winding nted 
iS Goes -. -' yom before the M.R. on Feb 1, Batrage and 
, John s row, ents for Skinn 
po wna Aap cea » og er, Sunderland, 
Eosedale and Ferryhill iron Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
op en a es be heard yo the M.R. on Feb 1 
atl6. Torr ’ ord eow, agents for ¢, Newcast 
wpon-Tyne, solicitor for the petition or ’ mene — 
Ruthwake Barytes Company, Limited —The M.R. has fized Jan 20 at 
12 at his charabers, as the time and place tor the appointment of an 


Oficial liquidator 

Ten Company, Limi‘ed.—Creditors are required on or before Feb 5 to 
send their names and afdremes and the par iculars of their debts or 
Catena to Harry Brett and James Waadell at offices of #rederick 
Eradley, Marks lane 


Societies Dissolved. 
Roysh South Lincshe Miike Beall ‘Priced a 
oy, I jen 17 niendly nefit Society, Har- 


, 





Baston, Robert, Bampton, Oxford, Miller. Feb 14. Baston y, Barto, 
MR. G 


Bi “ George, Riceall, Yo k, Farmer. Feb 22. Hodgson v, Brady 

radi ork, Farmer. a 5 

V.0-1 Hall, Wilkinson, York bs A 

Cowley, Ann, Inkberrow, Worcester. Fob 14. Cowley v. Averil ve 
swith doosph, Te weed Feb 10, Hewit 

Hewitt, Joseph, Iver, Buckingham. Feb 10. t v. Hewitt 
Malina. Beatles, Bedford row ve 

Rees, Hannah, Elgin rd, Herrowrd. Feb 8. Frankell v, Mou, vg, 
Hall. Lewis, Copthall buildings, Throgmorton st 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faripay, Jan, 10, 1879. 


Allen, Thomas, Mountfield, Willesden, Gent. Feb 15. Reding 
Quality ct, Chancery lane 

Beswick, William, Carlisle, Grocer. Feb8. Saul, Carlisle 

Cockerell, Frederick Pepys, Manchester #q, Architect. Fob y, 
Aldridge, Montague place, Russell eq 

Cotterell, Thomas, Chinthurst, Surrey, Farmer. Mar 1. Mellen 


G 

Dampier, William James, Ramsgate, Kent, Clerk, Marl, Bem. 
mont and Son, Coggeshall : 

Eilis, Thomas, Dalton, York, Coachman. Mar !. Mills and Bitty, 
Huddersfield : 

Foster, Thomas, Union st, Borough, Stationer, Feb 21. Wilkinun 
and Drew, Bermondsey st, Southwark 

Fox, Josiah Forster, Northumberland House, Stoke Newington, Ge. 
tleman. Feb 28. Webb, Austinfriars 

Hannen, William, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Esq. March 6, Bu. 
ridge, Shaftesbury 

Harford, James Cardinal, Bushey heath, Hertford. Feb1. Harford, 
Iverson rd, Edgware rd 

Howell, Mary Anne, Aldershot, Hants, Feb 15, Tucker and Co, Kig 
st, Cheapside 

Hughes, Robert, Newport, Salop, Gentleman. Feb 28. Heane, Ney. 


port 

Judkins, Charles Henry Evans, Mossley hill, near Liverpool, Ea, Fb 
10. Wright and Co, Liverpool 

Kent, Edwin Jackson, Heather Lea, near Liverpool, Gentleman. Mart 
3. Newman, Liverpool 

Lardner, Jane Sophia, Teignmoui:, Devon. March 1. Whidbornean 
Tozer, Teignmou 

Martin, John Fairs, Henfield, Sussex, Innkeeper. March 25. Coppai 
and 6», Henfield 

Menzies, William, Eaglefield green, Surrey, Deputy Surveyor, Mart 
31. Darvill and Co, New Windsor 

Milgrove, William, London road, Clapton, Gentleman. March 6. Cp 
ham and Fitch, Bishopsgate st Without 

Morphinos, Rev N arcissus, Sutherland place, Bayswater, Peiest of the 
Greek Community. March 25. Freshfields and Williams, Buk 
buildings 

Nock, Fomnees, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Feb 20, Wodal 
Son, Birmingham 

Norden, Richard, Albert st, Paddington, Gentleman. Feb 22. Gry, 
Edgware road 

Osbourn, William, Oolchester,Gentleman, Jan 31, White, Colcheda 

Pool, James William, Harlow, Essex, Gentleman. Feb 12, Pw 
Cocker hill, Staleybridge 

Prestwich, Charles, Audenshaw, Lancaster, Weaver. Feb 22. Gartsiée, 
Newcastle-under- Lyne 

Quilter, — Feering, Essex, Farmer. March 1. Beaumont sod8a, 

h 


Co; 
Reon Rev Jonathan, Harstpierpoint, Sussex, Clerk. Feb 23. Wols 
and Dempster, Brighton 
Roberts, — Chester, Farmer, Feb 15. Brown and Rogers, Cheser 
— John, King William st, Engineer. Jan 24. Butcher, Chey 
si 


Befton, Robert, Bolton, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. Jan 25, Ta 
lor, Bolton 

Sharp, Frances, Devonshire terrace, Portland place. March 1, Inte 
maur, Devonshire terrace 

Snook, John, Stower Provost, Dorset, Gentleman. March 6. Burridg, 


Shaftesbury 

Stiffe, Mary Anne, Slough, Bucks. March 1. Barrett and Dean, Slo 

Stott, George William, Alnwick, Northumberland, Tailor. feb |. 
Nicholson, Morpeth 

Banderland, Joshua, Haworth, York, Gentleman. Feb 3. Weatherhes, 
and Burr, Keighley 

Thickbroom, Theophilus, Bedford road, Clapham, Gentleman. Marth 
Watson and Sons, Bouverie st 

Warnes, Wiliam, Boughton, Norfolk, Retired Farmer. Jan 31, Mas, 


Waylen, William, Great Horkesley, Hssox, Esq. March 1. Turner ud 


Co, Colchester 

Wigley, Nehemiah, Belper, Derby, Cordwainer. March 9. Juckem 

Winsloe, Richard. Carlsruhe, Baden, Germany, Esq. Feb 25. Soames 
Lincoln's inn fields 


Baokrupw. 
Faipay, Jan. 17, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registest. 
To Surrender in London, 


Barnett, Montague, and Kleazer Barnett, King at, Ohoapside, ‘Trhanaaing 


Manufacturers. Pet Jan 16, Fob 4 at 11.30 

Goold, Davies, and Corne’ 
Iron Cask Manufacturers, 

Meckins, A, Dorset rd, Claphom, Manager to a Licensed 
Pet Jan 16, Brougham, Jan 26 at li 


B . 
linus Thomas Lewis, 


lane, 
Pet Jan 15, daw dey res 


— 
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Pickering place, Seeman, Dealer in Ornamental 
Brougham. Jan 
oP iedtae, Wine Merchant. Pet 
, Jan $l at il 


Wi Har, ot, Beko, Dairymen. Pet Jan 13. Pepys. Feb 
, Wiliaes 


wll To Surrender in the Country. 
Benjamin —_ Ashen villas, be ing out of businezs. 


1 rings Wandsworth, Jan 28 at | 
7 1d Basford, ey rye Travelling Draper, Pet 


Nottingham, Feb 10 
le ca, Noung Linen Gapee "Pet Jan 13. Hubbersty, 


t, Jan 29 at 4.30 
Wt Bo 9 Trusthorpe, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet Jan 11. 


udiben 
ara Grimsby, Feb 1 at 11 
Tymawr, Carnarvon. Pet Jan13. Jones. Bangor, 


Pemberton, Urmston, Lancaster, Grover. Pet Jan 
"Halton. Salford, Jan 29 at 11 
Jobn rad Bishop Stortford, Maltster. Pet Jan 14. Spence. 


i a Jan gh Hall, Cumberland, Farmer, Pet Jan 13. Halton. 
ean Oe Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 11. Darvill. 

Hote, Fe ssborough, Woollen Draper. Pet Jan 11. 
se Manchester, Skirt Manufacturer. Pet Jan 13. Lister. 


yoenester, Fed 3 at 11 
Charles, tyre Hill, York, Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 9. Wake. 
, an 30 at 


mane 


Uppleby. 


—_ Jan. 21, 1879. 
Under the Penbvaptey “Act, 1869. 
(niitors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
George,"White Post lane, Hackney Wick, Pig Dealer. Pet 
ial! Pepys. Feb 5 at 11 
, Forest rd, Dalston, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 
fh Pepys. Feb 5 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Richard, Greenwich, Seaton Builder. Pet Jan 17. Pitt- 
Tylor, Greenwich, Feb 7 a! 
George, Fairwater carat, Brick Manufacturer. Pet Jan 18. 
Cardiff, Feb 
usin, ce namerta ba. Barnsley, Proprietor of Thrashing 
=. bet Jan 16. Bury. Barnsley, Feb 5 at 3 
Samuel Robert, Battersea Park rd, Publican. Pet Jan 14, 
Wiloughby. Wandeworth, Feb 7 at 11 
wed, John, Leeds, Glass Manufacturer. Pet Jan 17. Marshall. 
Leeds, Feb 5 at 12 
ilker, James Caughey, Toeerpesly Provision Merchant. Pat Jan 16, 
Comer, Liverpool. Feb 3 a! 
nt erm Chesterfield, Chemist. Pet Jan 15. Wake. Chester- 
field, Jan 31 at 1 
re ANNULLED. 
FripaY, Jan. 17, 1879. 
Gunblin, Charles Henry, Winchester, Teacher of Music, Dec 18 
Tuespay, Jan. 21, 1879. 
mr, Edward Pickering, Abingdon, Draper. Jan 20 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faray, Jan 17, 1879. 
Jan, Thomas, Hurworth-on-Tees, Durham, Innkeeper. Jan 30 at 11 
st offices of Wooler, Priest zate, Darlington 

erton, William Jones, Preston, Umbrella Manufacturer. 

Satoffices of Thompson, Lune st, Preston 
ikon, Kate Frances, Ki n-upon-Hull, Bootmaker. Jan 31 at 2 
, 2 oes of England and Co, Quay st chambers, Kingston-upon-Hull 
, Thomas, ‘Middlewich, Chester, Painter, Jan 29 at 2 at offices 


Middlewich 
Jan 30 at 2 at offices of 


Jan 29 at 


y Cazmertheo, Tronmonger. 
st, Carmarthen 
illiam, Sycamores, near Manchester, Merchant. Feb 
Wat 3 at offices of Kershaw and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
na eeege Anthon » Kerley, Suffolk, Farmer, Feb 4 at 2 at offlces 
a Jemnings, Lower Brook st, Ipswich 
rs te me dberialdy st, East India rd, Builder, Jan 27 at 2 at 
lackreth, Moorgate st 
nr ie h Benjamin, and Joseph Lancaster, Bowden, Chester, 
nm Feb 7 at 3 at offices of Hinde and Go, Mount st, Albert 
wi ea ster, Nicholson and Oo, Altrincham 
Bdward, re igh Newton, Lancaster, Innkeeper, Jan 31 at 11 
Institute, Grange-over-Sands, Pearson, Ulverston 
Datuore eho, Salford, Lancaster, Fish Curer, Fob 4 at 1! at offices 
a es King st, Manchester 
ber, John, and Henry Carey, St Paul, Bristol, Builders. Jan 31 at 11 
woes of ange High a Bristol. Salmon, Bristol 
Sohn poneeigat, a ta Dealer, Jan 30 
cane rie, rand, gg Jan 27 at 12 at offices of 
jatherine at, eeet oe r, Jan 27 at 12 at offices o: 
mat, Palmerston bai , Old Broad st st 
dant, William Sterndale, G loucester, Photographer, Jan 31 at 3at 
ieee of Haines, a ¢ John’s lane, Gloucester 
Thoms, Hi bden Bride York, Manufacturing Joiner. Jan 
Wat Sat White Hart 1, Todmorden. Eastwood, Todmorden 
 ateal, Honadediteh Cap Maker, Jan 27 at 11 at 8 Fine 
are buildings, Ohiswetl st. Dobson, Duke st, Aldgate 
ays and ‘alan Tutto turner, South 
jakers. FebGat li at 
Waiton and Smith, 80 : 
Rotherham, Grocer. Jaa 31 atl at 


port 
Thomas, ‘Wale 

‘on of Badgers and h at, Rotherham 

Mabetey, Waketel eld, wor of Music, Jan 30 at 3 at 
bury, Worcester, Farmer, Jan 30 at 4 at 


rt, Lan- 
utbport, 


Blockwell, Benjamin, Great Yarmouth, Smack Owner.  sterl mtbe 
ag 8 dogg me mp rr ge a Great Yarmou' 
Bowden, John, Newton Abbott, Devon, Merchant. feb 3 at 8 at 
Magor’s ial Hotel, Newton Abbott. Hooper and Michelmore 
Bricknell, William, Icomb, oe Farmer. Jan 27 at 11 at offices 


of Saunders, Citgring Bemten 
Briggs, Amos, and J ty Ss mee Joiners. Jan 30 at 11 at 
Oldham Lyceum, Union Fletcher, Oldham 
Burrell, — Gateshead, Dirham, 3 te Merchant. Feb 3 at 11 at 
Incorporated Law Society, Ro: fom 4 Newcastle-on-Tyne. Phi- 
lipson, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
—_ Susan Elizabeth, Dudley, Dressmaker. Jan 29 at 11 at offices 
f Rooke, St Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 


oauley, Hugh, L Provision Dealer. 
Teenway, Dale st, Liverpool 

Chamberlait, Joh n Henry, Manea, pote Cutan. Jan 31 at 3 at Anget 

Hotel, Peterborough. Hart, Priestgate, Peterborough 

Chamberlain, William, New road, Whitechapel, Bootmaker, Jan 27 at 

4 at 15 Charlotte st, Portland place. Lewis, Weymouth st, Portland 


place 

Clapp ell, William Henry, ee st hill, Steam Ruler. Jan 30 at 2 at 

Churehw ord i Math eo Br ton road, Fancy Feb 6 
urchw: atthew Henry, ~. mn > Draper. Fe 
at3 at lil Cheapside. Maitland - 

Clare, James Charles, Fincham, Norfolk, Builder. Febl at 12 at the 
one . tam, market. and Wayman, Downham 

arke'! 

one William John, Hereford, out of business. Jan 30 at 4 at 
offices of Corner, High Town, Hereford 

Cockburn, George, and William Christopher Cockburn, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, Genera! Commission Agents. Feb3 at 2 at offices of the In- 
corporated Law Society, Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Arm- 
strong, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Coleman, Samuel Yates, Cornhill, Picture Dealer, Jan 29 at 2 at offices 
of Barnard, White Lion st, Norton Folgate 

Cook, Charles, . Bucks, no occupation. Jan 29 at 12 at the 
King’s Arms — High st, Great Berkhampstead. Andrew and 
Wood, Great James st, Bedford row 

Cooke, Peter, Church Coppenhall, Grocer. Feb 1 at 3 at offices of 
Cooke. Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe 


omm. William Winsor, Luton, Davon, Miller. Feb 3 at tl at offices 


of Hooper and Michelmore, Market st, Newton Abbott 
, Graham Lowe, Wigan, Surgeon. Jan 30 at 10,30 at offices of 
Wilson, King st, Wigan 
Crutchley, Henry, Kington, —— Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 3i at 1 


at the Talbot Inc, Kington. 
Curtis, Henry, Skipham, Somerset, 
Monptstevens’ Railway Hotel, Yatton. Webster, Axbridze 
Cuthbert, John, Kingaton-upon-Hall, Hop Merchant. Jan 23 at 1 at 
the Bridge House Hotel, London Bridge. Laverack, Hull 
Dakin, Charles Ewer, and Herbert Hewlett Wilmot James, Berners st, 
Oxford st, Illustrators of Costumes. Jan 21 ati2at 59, Berners st, 
Oxford st 
Daniel, Nicholas, Tynemouth, Restaurant Keeper. Jan 29 at Sat the 
rooms of the Incorporated Law Society, Newcastle-upoo-Tyne. 
Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Davies, Daniel Teys, Abersychan, Monmouth, Brewer. Jan 27 at 12 
Dauncey, Albion chambers, Newport 
Davies, Liewellyn, Middlesbcrough, Draper. Jan 31 at 11 at offices of 
Sill, Zetland rd, Middlesborongh 
Daw, William, Heavitree, Devon, Gent, Feb 3 at 11 at offices of Fewings, 
Queen st, Exeter, Huggins 
Dawson, John, Manchester, Goliciter. J an 29 at 11 at offices of Whitt, 
King st, Manchest Whi 
De Lacy, ‘Sarauel Edward, Kingetosvapon Eiell, Oil Merchant. Jan 29 
at 12 at offices of = Scale lane, Kingstonu-upon-Hull 
Dinsdale, Robert Hardy, Spennymoor, Durham, Boot Dealer. Jan 31 
at | at the Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Maw, jun, High 
Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 
Ellis, James, Middlesborough, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 30 at 12 at offices 
of Dobson, Gosiord st, Middlesborough 
Evans, Evan David, Loughor, Glamorgan, Farmer. Jan 27 at 11 at 
offices of Thomas, York place, Swansea 
Fitzgerald, John, Bell st, Edgware rd, Clothier. Jan 31 at 11 at offices 
of Liggins, Marylebone rd 
Fiatters, Abraham, Knutsford, Chester, Builder. 
of Potter and Lowe, Mosley st, Manchester 
Forbes, Joseph, Horninglow, Stafford, Cooper. Fed 1 at 11 at offices 
of Jennings and Burton, Bridge st, Burton-apon-Trent 
Frost, George, Kirkley, Suffolk, Fed 4 at 3 at the Crowa 
Hotel, Lowestofs. Copeman, Loddon 
Fuller, Thomas, Abercorn mews, St, John’s Wood, Farrier. Jan 30 at 
3 at offices of Ford and Co, Bloomsbary sq 
Garrett, Robert, Pump row, Spitaltields Market, Potato Salesman. 
Jan 27 at 12 at the Old Catherine Wheel Inn, Bishopgate st Withoat. 
Hicks, Grove rd, Victoria park 
Garrod, Robert, Sunderland, Outfitter. Jan 24 at 2 at offices of Bell, 
John st, Sunderland 
om, Thomas, Kiagston-upon-Hall, Builder, Jan 28 at 12 at officas 
of Monds and Penny, Parliament st, Kiagston-upon-dull 
Green, Jabes, Ainsdale, Lancaster, Builder. Jaa 29 at 11 at officas of 
Threlfall, London st, soathport 
Greenwood, Thomas, Lydgate, ne Todmorden, Cotton Manufacturer. 
Jan 30 at dat the ‘White Hart Hotel, Todmorden, Eastwood, Toi- 
morden 
Griffiths, James, Belvedere rd, Lambeth, Wood Turner. 
ps offices of White, Lancaster place, Strand. Morris, 
place 
Hammond, Charles, Arundel, Sussex, Coachbailder, Fed 4 at 12 at 
145, Cheapside, London. Goodman, Brighton 
Harris, Phi i] Bevis Decent aie Loe Rating-house Keeper. Fed 6 at 
.. at offices of Ler Bay Lion at, Norton Polgate 
rt, Francis George, t, Watonmaker, Jan Slat 
i ‘at offices of Chap mf Coa ties’ at, Bridgewater 
Hem A, Torquary Devon, Geatioman, 
Stranl, Tory Frend, 


ter. Jan 31 at 11.30 at 





Jan 29 at $ at offices 


ish erman. 


Jan 27 at 2 
Lancaster 








Wiliam, 
See! tin Cart ) Dewsbury, Lister, Wakefield 
huroh at, Kidderminster 


Miller and Go, 


mana, Sam ‘eatheral 
, at 1,30 at the Queen's Hotel, aay, 
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Hermann, Frederick, Manchester, Drysaiter. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 


M Manchester 
Hows, Joaopiy Tifr Hatdworeman, Sari'31 at-11.30 at 
offices of 


Ilfracombe, Devony 
Thorne, Castle st, Barnstapie 
* Lancaster, Grocer. Feb 3.at 11 at offices 
of Lawson, Peter st, Manchester 
Higgins, John Latham, Woodstock, Oxford, Draper. Jan 31 at 11 at 
offices of Swearse and Thompson, Corn Market st, 

Hoddinott, Hannah Maris, Bath, Licensed Victualler, Jan 28 at 12 at 
offices Broad st, Bristol. Benson and Carpenter, Bristol 
Holland, Joseph, Manchester, Skirt Manufacturer. Feb 4 at 3 at offices 
and 


te Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Holmes, John Thomas, Great Grimsby, Carter’s Manager, Jan 31 at 
2,45 at offices of Mason, Victoria st South, Great Grimsby 

Holt, James, Rochdale, Rope Maker. Jan 28 at 2.30 at offices of 
Brierley, Butt’s avenue, Rochdale 

Howard, James, Bootle, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Feb 5 at 3 at 
offices of Barrel and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 

Hudson, Robert Joho, and Joseph Booth, Kingston-apon-Hull, Seed 
Crushers, Jan3latilat the Station Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hall. 
Simpson and Burrell 

Hudson, Thomas George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Confectioner. Feb 3 at 
2 at offices of Hind, Quay st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Hunt, William, Filey, York, Plumber, Jan 31 at 2 at offices of 
Richardson, Church st, Filev 

Ireland, Richard, Filey, York, Boot Maker. Jan 31 at 1 at offices of 
Williamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Jackson, Charles, Kingston, Surrey, Laundryman. Jan 30 at 12 at 19, 
Essex st, Strand. Guscotte and 

Jobson, Edwin, Dalderby, Lincoln, Wheelwright, Jan 30 at 2 at 6, 
Tioker’s entry, Horncastle. Boulton, Horncastle 

Jones, Evan, Bwichy’rap, Carmarthen, Mason, Jan 30 at 11 at offices 
of Evans, Red st, Carmartien 

Keep, Henry, Aldersgate. st, Feather Manufacturer. Feb 7 at 3.30 at 
offices of Briant, Winchester House, O'd Broad st 

Kirkham, Denis, Saint Andrew, Norwich, Cabinet Maker. Jan 97 at 

_ 8 at offices of Stanley, Bank Plain, Norwich 

Kirkman, Thomas Lennox, Leeds, Tobacconist. Jan 30 at 1 at offices 
of Rooke and Midgiey, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Lawrence, George Alfred, Birmingham, Fender Manufacturer. Jan 
31 at 12 at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birming- 
ham 

Lawrence, James, Binfield, Berks, Brick Merchant. Feb 7 at 11 at the 
Station Hotel, Bracknell. Cave, Bracknell 

Leeson, Herbert, Cheetham, Munchester, Elastic Web Dealer. Feb 1 
at 11 at offices of Sumner, Marsden st, Manchester 

Le Voi, Michael Levy, Haymarket, Tovacconist. Jan 29 at 3 at the 
— Tavern, Gresham st. Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old 

road st 

Macdonald, Robert Estcourt, St Alban Hall, Oxford, Gentleman. 

Feb 1 at 2 at the Clarendon Hotel, Oxford. Daubeny and Wilson, 
t 


Bath 
Moore, John, Matlock, Derby, Baker. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of Potter, 
Matiock Bridge, Derby b 
Morgan, Evan, Swansea, Grocer’s Assistant. Jan 30 at 4at offices of 
Thomas, York place, Swarsea 
Morley, Thomas, Brad‘ord, Hatter. Jan 27 at 1! at offices of Single- 
ton, New Booth st, Bradford 
Morrin, Josiah, Greenwich, Carpenter. Jan 30 at 3 at the Lecture 
Ha!], Greenwich, Hallam, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Nicoll, Dona'd, Palsgrave place, Strand, Agent. Jan 3! at 3 at offices 
of Morley and Shir: eff, Palmerston buildings, Oid Broad st 
Oldham, William, Dartington, Hatter, Jan 30 at 1 at offices of 
Wooller, Pries'gat>, Dar.ington 
Parish, George Henry, West Bromwich, Brick Manufacturer. Jan 31 
at 10.30 at offices of Rinkin, High et, West Bromwich 
Parr, Richard, Puckeridge, Hertford, Saddier. Feb 3at 11.30 at the 
Salisbury Arms Hotel, Fore st, Hertford, Sworder, Hertford 
Parson, John Charles, beter sg: Fag Canonbary, Boot. Manufacturer, 
Jan 27 at 3 at the Mason’s | Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Coleman st. 
Noton, Great Swan alley, Moorgate st 
Pedley, Hugh, Hedne-ford, Stafford, Bootmaker. Jan 29 at 12 at the 
Stork Hotel, Lichfield st, Walsall, Pointon, Birmingham 
Pell, Charles, Brighton, S:raw Hat Manufacturer. Feb 3 at 3 at offices 
of Goodman, North st, Brighton 
Peterson, Edward Pearson, Bradford, Architect. Jan 28.at 11 at offices 
of Lees and Co, New Ivegate, Bradiord 
Phelps, Rose, Newington causeway, Surrey, Stationer. Jan 25 at 2 at 
offices of Marchant and Co, Ludgate hill 
Pigott, Henry Augustu-, Weston st, Stratford, Grocer. Feb 4 at 2 at 
oftices of Slater and Co, Guildhall chambers, Basinghail st. Oattlin, 
Wormwood st, Old Broad st 
Pottage, Francis, Wheldrake, York, Farmer. Jan 28 at 11 at offices of 
Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
Poynter, James, Hans place, Sloane st, Gent. Jan 30 at 3at offices of 
idy and Tidy, Sackville st, Piccadilly 
Preston, Thomas, Piccadilly, Manchester, Drysalter. Jan 28 at 3 at 
offices of Garaner, Cooper st, Manchester 
Price, George William, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Jan 31 at 4 
at offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 
Randall, James, Abergavenny, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 3 at 12 at offices 
of Farquhar, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 
Reynolds, George Matthew, Old Werden, Bedford, Surveyor. Feb 4 
at Il at offices of Mit hell and Webb, 8: Paul’s sq, Bedford 
Roberts, Wi liam, Ooalville, Leicester, Builder. Jan 28 at 11 at offices 
of Fisher and Cheatle, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Robinson, Joho, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Coach Proprietor. Jan 31 at 2 
at — Queen’s Arms Inn, King st, Dukinfield. Tremewen, Man- 
chester 
mage Denis, St George, Gloucester, Builder, Jan 81. at 12 at offices 
Atchley, Clare st, Bristol 
um, Henry, Albion sq, Dalston, Wholesale Jeweller. Feb 6 at 
3 at offices of Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 
Rowe, Richard, Budge row, Cannon st, Warehousemau. Jan 29 at 2 at 
offices of Php, Walbrook 
Rudd, Thowas, Whites y, Cambridge, Blacksmith, Feb 1 st 12.30 st 
. offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 


Rushton, J Edenfield, nr » Cotton Wi bide bani 
i at the Mitre Hotel, Gathedrst yd, Munsee, "Rowiat 


R ga Oldham, Joi Feb 5 
ussell, John, am,Joiner. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of 
Salmon, Jemes William, Mexborough, Y; a 
mon, James iam, Mex gh, York, G: " 
offices of Badgers and Co, High st, Rotherham Jan 31 aby 
Schlesinger, Andrew, and William Moritz Wechmar, 
Merchants. Jan 31 at 11 at offices of Wood and Oo, Comma 2 
2 oa, Lath Rede. 3 
elton, William, mouth, . Jan 28 
Square, George st, Plymouth on A offeeny 
Smith, Charles, Coldharbour lane, Brixton, Builder, Jan 3): 
offices of Spain and Co, Gresham buildings. Basinghall ¢t, = vd 
iS) ~~ “Goon Sesiivea tases Jan 30 at 4 Wilkins 
mith, Eden, Grocer. Jan 30at4 at off ; 
Sestih, Sotneey tinstingey Hairdresser: Jan 30 ie 
mi ames, ngs, r. Jan At 1 at offices of Garey 
Si saeeal 1 Eveline De Coal Merchan’ 
tocker, John, , Devon, it. Jan 10 at Oey 
‘ of a = Co, ee aieee omnes 
tooke, Joho Bargeon, Newton Abbot, Devon, Warehousomag. 
at '1 at Offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Huggins, tae 
Stringer, Frank Buckley, Moss side, Lancashire, Accountant, Me 
at 3 at offices of Nadin and Wild, Chapel st, Salford " 
Storer, John, Birmingham, Grocer. Jan 30 at 3 at Offices Of Betton 
and Robinson, Church st, Birmingham 
Stringer, Joseph, Leftwich, Cheshire, Carter. Jan 27 At 3 at offles yf 
Green und D xon, Northwich 
Strong, John, Silloth, Cumberland, Joiner. Jan 31 at 11 at offices 
Wright and Browne, Bank st, Carlisle 
Suttill, Frank, Lower Broughton, Lancashire, Joiner, Tan 29 at3 x 
offices of Burton, King st, Manchester 
Swales, Joseph, Hadfield, Derby, Chemist. Jan 31 at 3 at offccs: 
Whitehead, Stamford st, Staley bridge 
Sykes, Archibald, Mark lane, Merchant. Feb 4 at 2 at offices of Layton 
and Co, Budge row 
Sykes, Joe Craven, Manchester, Cigar Merchant. Feb 1 at 11 at oftiges 
of Stevenson, Wari’s buildings, Deansgate, Manchester 
Tappenden, Henry, Sutton Valence, Kent, Farmer. Jam 30 at23)y 
Offices of Monckton and Co, King st, Maidstone 
Tarryer, George, Lower Thames st, Licensed Waterman, Janda? 
at Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue. Waring, Borough High ot 
Taylor, Ann, Haughton-le-Skerne, Durham, Lodzing-house Keeper, 
Jan 31 at 11 at offices of Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 
Tempest, Joseph, Morley, York, Fruit Merchant. Jan 31 at} 
at offices of Booth and Son, Hanover st, Batley. Watts and 8m, 
Batley 
Thornhill, John Henry, Liverpool, General Dealer. Feb 3 at Satotiy 
of Rogerson and Co, Cook st, Liverpool, Codd, Liverpool 
Thorpe, Ephraim, Fol y Hall, Huddersfield, Tobacconist. Jan 30at3ut 
offices of Ainley and Hall, New st, Huddersfield 
Tiarks, Charles Phipps, Star court, Bread st, Merchant. Jan 29 gtd 
offices of Saxelby and Faulkner, !ronmonger lane ; 
Toogood, Richard, Kingston-upon-Hali, Oil Refiner. Jan 27 atta 
Imperial Hote’, Paragon st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Roberts and Leake, 
Kingston-upon-Hull 
Townsend, John, Brookend, Gloucester, Steam Tug Owner, Febda 
10.30 at offices of Smith and Franklin, Berkeley st, Gloucester 
Troutbeck, William, Gloucester, Tailor, Jan 29 at 11 at offices of 
Frankim, Berkeley st, Gloucester 
Tucker, John Bone, Coburg road, Old Kent road, Printer. Jan 27 ati 
at offices of Ford, Howard st, Strand 
Tweedy, Robert, William Tweedy, Robert Milford Tweedy, and Charla 
Tweedy, Truro, Falmouth, Penryn, and Redruth, Bankers, JanBa 
11.30 at Public Rooms, Truro, Smith and Paul, Truro 
Umpieby, John, Boroughbridge, York, Tailor. Feb 5 at 1 atoficed 
Paley, Petergate, York 
Vessey, George. Hotham, York, Licensed Victualler. Jan @9at3a 
offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Wale, Alfred, Nottingham, Yurn Agent. Jan 31 at 12 at offices of Wels 
and Hind, Fletchergate, Nottingham 
Waiter, Henry Thomas, Cheltenham, Grocer. Feb 3 ab3 atofficesad 
Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 
Warren, Henry George, and Philip Froud, Greenwich, Engineers: Fé 
4 at 3 at offices of Marchant and Purvis, George yar’, Lombards 
Webb, George, Croydon, Surrey, Builder. Jan 30 at 2 at 11 Ironmongt 
lane. Pullen Basinghall st 
Whittingham, James, and John Hillary, Walsall, Stafford, Sadfey 
Manufacturers, Jan 31 at 11 at offices of Baker, Bridge st, Walsall 
Whittles, Joseph, Dewsbury, York, Stone Mason. Jan 30 at3 at the 
Scarborough Hotel, Dewsbury. Sykes 
Wilkinson, Thomas James, Manchester, Surgeon. Feb 3 at 3 at offices 
of Oredland, Cross st, Manchester 
Wilkinson, William, York, Tailor. Jan 29 at 2 at offices of Cramble, 
Stonegate, York 
Winne, Francis Robert Phippen, Bristol, Commercial Traveller. Ja 
29 at 12 at offices of Ayre, Broad st, Bristol 
Winter, James, Hastings, Stonemason. Jan 29 at 11 at offices of Savery 
Trinity st, Hastings 
Wise, Samuel Thomas, Addlestone, Surrey, Clerk. Feb 1 at 5 atthe 
n’s Head Tavern, Chertsey. Preston, Addlestone 
Wise, William, Tiverpool, Insurance t. Jan 30 at 2 at offices 
seta 8. and Robert Biease, Castle st, Liverpool, Goffey and Mort, 


verpool 

bern George, = Dunmow, Essex, Grocer. Feb3 at12 at-offcer 
0 8 urch st ‘ 

Woodmen, George Alfred, New Kent rd, out of business, Feb 6st? 
at offices of Layton and Co, Budge row, Cannon st 

Womersiey, Benjamin, Bradford, Boot Dealer. Jan 29 at 3 at the 
Bradford Creditors’ Association, 7, Parkinson's chambers; Market 
8 

Worrall, Edward, Banbury, Chester, Buteher, Jan 26 at) st offleendt 
of Nantwich 
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Leopold, Chorlton-on-Medlock, Mariehester, 
Jan 28 at 3 at offices of Sampson, South King 
TuzspaY, Jan. 21, 1879. 








Bite 









an 3] . Limehouse causeway, Limehouse. Bootmaker, Jan 31 
why David, Rogoy chambers, Chapel at, Bedford row 
Tey Carlisle, Agricultural Engineer. Feb 11 at3 at 
Brown, Bank st, Carlisle 
at ‘ pay mat mame sy Tanto, Jan 31 at 11 at 
ice and . r 
- a Wiliam, Bradford, Solicitor. Fed 5 at 3,30 at officesof 
a 1, B 






‘Abrabam, Guiseley, York. Feb 3 at 3 at offices of Brooke, 
“ Willenhall, Licensed Victualler, Jan 31 at 11 at offices 


rd, Willen 
oso ed Chemist. Feb 5 at 1 at offices of 


balay soap Co, Oheapside. Hodson, Shoreham 

















10 at, Lambourne, Berks, Farmer, Feb 3 at 2 at the White 
te Mi el, Newbury. Lucas, Newbury 

treet Alfred William, Salisbury, Licensed Victualler. Feb 3 at 3 at 

tant, Pby sepepbant and Castle Inn, Market place, Salisbury, Bell, South- 


i 





Richard, Margate, Builder, Feb 10 at 3 at offices of 








—_ ar, Tee Parsee hley. Ye k, Worsted 8 F 

amin, Keighley, Yor' orst er, Feb3at3 at 
At flees i Pl, Kirkgate, Bradford - 
at Joho, and Henry Carey, Bristol, Builders. Jan 31 at 3.30 at offices 

fice ri High st, Bristol. Salmon, Bristol 
n% Jerington, Charles, Liverpool, Fruiterer. Feb 3 at 12 at offices of 
ats Caruthers, Lord st, sar wren ern 
Singam, John, Sheffield, Provision er, Jan 31 at 3 at the Co: 

At offces of Church st, Liverpool. Allen, Shetfield bd 





E 


ton 
James, Masbrough, York, Tobacconist. Feb 1 at 11 at offices of 
Mehis Onerch st, Rotherham. 
Bowes, Timoth y, Sutcliffe, Keighley,"York, Worsted Spinner. Feb 4 
wsatotices of Wright and Waterworth, Devonshire buildings, 





+ Of Layton 
1 at oft, 
O at 2.3) y 







» Sale, Cheshire, Contractor. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of 
and Son, Booth st, Manchester 








































Jan at? 
gh High o Brierly, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Chemist. Feb 3 at 1! at the Im- 
i’ Keeper, yea ae ag eg oe Nalder, eye re P 
Brerley, Wi am, Stonemason. Jan at 3 at officeso 
3 ats Duy, Oboe lane, Oldham r 
5 and Sm, frstow, William, South Bank, York, Carrier. Feb 3 at 12 at offices 
of Tweedy, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
8 at offce . Sine oe eee Seren =. a. Jan 31 at 
at ‘8 otel, Barnsley. Smi effie! 
Oat dat Bromley, Thomas, Stone, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. Feb 6 at 2.30 
ofices of Holtham, Bank passage, Stafford 
29 at3xt Brooking, William, Guildford, Coal Merchant. Jan 31 at 1 at the 
County and Borough Hail, North st, Guildford. White, Guildford 
aT at Yat Oharles Henry, Milverton, Warwick, Lodging house Keeper. 
ad Leake, ue bes on. - a Spencer st, Leamin ton 
Jobn, Bristol, Milliner, Jan 29 at 2 at offices of Ryland, Smal st, 
Feb 3 at Brittan and Oo, Bristol 
or Canning, William, Saffron Walden, Essex, Grocer. Feb 3 at 8 at offices 
offices of df Acandond Son, King st, Saffron Walden 
(anvil, Issac Alexander, ‘'owyn, Merioneth, Hotel Keeper. Jan 25 at 
in 27 at 3 ilatche- Cambrian Hotel, Towyn, Hughes.and Son, Aberystwith 
Chadbourne, James Clarke, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Feb 7 
io tl2at-offices of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter's gate, 
am. 
John Henry, Marea, Cambridge, Farmer, Jan 31 at 3 
offees af atthe Angel Hotel, Peterborough. Hart, Peterborough 
Curk, James Couper, Howard rd, Stratford, Grocer. Feb 4 at ll at 
9 at 3a M45, Cheapside. Holmes, Fenchurch st 
(urk, William, Swansea, Butcher. Jan 30 at 2.30 at offices of Thomas 
of Wels York place, Swansea : 
Cathe, Henry Stephen, Wolverhampton, Bicycle Manufactarer. Feb 
nfices of on iow of rem ome st Wolverhampton 
liam Cope, Leicester, Eating house Keeper. Feb 3 at 12 at 
~ os ofioes of Fowler and Co, Grey Friars chambers, Friar lane, 
monget Cements, Thomas, Long lane, Bermondsey, Grocer. Jan 31 at 11 at 
dices (f Treherne and Wolferstan, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 
addlery ane Henry, Rotherham, Boot Dealer. Feb 1 at ll at 
‘alsa! of Oxley ani Co, Wesigate, Rotherham 
at the ee — Aribar, Custom, oes Seek. Feb 10 at 11 at 
0 Ochesier, ‘ood and McLellan, Rochester 
- offices a ham, —— Farmer, Jan 30 at 3 at the Old 
Selby. right, Selby 
umble, Sateen, ison, Men; out of Setsen ms at = at offices of 
Benson an: rpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristo! 
Ja ME “nmings, Jobn Charles, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. Jan 31 at 1 at 
the Compton Hotel, Church st, Liverpool. Allen, Sheffield 
avery, Drid, Willixm, Curdiff, Boot Manufacturer, Jan 31 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Oardiff 
atthe Davies, Richard, and Henry Charles Hoalson, Manchester, General 
ai — o- s wat as che Mosley Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester, 
, 
Forth, br Edward, Halex; ‘Licensed: Victualler. Feb 7 at 11 at officer 
oftces [i Milley, Edward, and’ Jonathan Pennington, Hanley, Earthenware 
Manufacturers. Jan 30 at 2 at the Sea Lion Hotel, Hivh st, Hanley 
6 at? ten Sopp) Chortton-ca Med }0ty Timber Merchant, Feb 4 at 
Offices rown st, Munchester 
eth pS, , Cotton Broker. Jan 3 at 12 at offices of 
, 
arket ee, Eng. rinserts ated Pawnbroker. Feb 1 at 21 at 
* er h 
ued vy tart d, Builder, Jan $1 at 1) at oMcesof Hand 
a me Cha mi Brighton, Brot Meter, eb 8 it 12 at oftoes of 
Gresham build . ¥ 





Pater, Thomas, Millom, Cu = 
Mano, ¢ at, makes — Tailor. Feb 6at 3 at offices of 











Fortt, Frederick, Bath, Confec ioner. Jan 31 at 11 at offices of Oliver, 
Merchant. 
gate and Falcon Hotel, Aldersgate st. Jobnson, 
Gilling, Samuel, Cheddsr, Somers:t, Coal Dealer, Feb 4 at 10.30 at 
3 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Greengrocer. 
Haigh, John, and George Haich, Od st, 8t Luke’s, Tailors. Jan 31 at 
Anderson and Sons, Ironmonger lane 
Harris, Joseph, Midd'e borough, Confectioner. Jan 29 at 11 at offices 
St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Feb 5 at 3 at offices 
Harvey, William Thomas, South Eston, nr Middlesborouch, Provision 
Hawking, William Joba, jun, Flood st, Chelsea, Greengrocer. 
Hazlitt, Josiah, Bury, Sewing Machine Dealer. Jan 30 at 2 at offices 
Maker. Feb 1 at 1 at offices of Faithfull and Owen, Westminster 
Feb 3 at 
2 at offices of Morris, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 


Assembly Rooms, Bath. sedell. Bristol 
Fox, Charles, Star st, Paddington, Corn Jan 30-at 2 at the 
Stonefield st, 
slingtou ; 
Gates, John Brook, Basinghall st, Builder. Jan 24 at 11 at offices of 
Howard and Co, New bridge st 
offices of Webster, Axbridge 
m, Pratt, Solihull, nr Birmingham, out of business. Feb 
Hadden, Thomas, Birmingham, . Jan 28 at 12 at offices 
of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham : 
2 at offices of Swaine, King st, Che: le 
Halkett, Patrick, Mark lane, Seed Merchant. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of 
Harding, James, Tottenham ct rd, Dealer in China. Feb 3 at2 at 
offices of Farlow and Jackson, St Benet pl, Gracachurch st 
of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Harris, William, Gloucester, Dairyman. Feb 3 at 3 at offices of Haines, 
Harrison, Robert, Heywood, Lancashire, Builder. 
of Worth, Market place, Heywood 
Dealer. Feb3 at 1! at the Wholesale Traders’ Association, 116, 
High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Feb i 
at 11 at offices of Head, Newington causeway 
of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 
Herring, Alfred Henry, Culford rd, De Beavoir town, Bonnet Shape 
chambers, Victoria st 
Hiil, Robert, Wood’s buildings, Shoreditch, Cabinet Maker. 
Hirsch, David, Basinghal! st, General Merchant. Feb 3 at 2 at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, igh Holborn. Murray, Langham st, Portland 


place 

Hockey, Charles, Henstridge, Somerset, Dealer. Jan 25 at 3 at the 
Antelope Hotel, Sherborne. Davies, Sherborne 

Hodgson, Simpson Spraggon, Sunderland, Clerk. Jan 30 at 11 at offices 
of Alcock, jun, Frederick Lodge, Sunderland 

Holme, James, Hindley, L hire, Saopkeeper. Feb 4at 3 at offices 
of Wood, King st, Wigan yr 

Horsfall, David, Crosland Moor, Huddersfield, Machinist. Jan 31 at 3 
at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Hudeon, John, jun, Witney, Oxford, Coal Merchant. Feb4 at 12 at 
the Marlborough Arms Hotel, Witney. Mallam, Oxford 

Horst, Albert William, Stone, Stafford, Tailor. Feb 7 at 12 at the 
White Bear Hotel, Piccsdilly. Holtham, Stone 

Hussey, John, High Wycombe, Buckinghem. Grocer. 
the Council Chamber, Townhall High Wycombe. 
Wycombe 

Hutchinson, Robert, York, Nurseryman. Jan 30 at J1 at offices of 
Batison and Hutchin-on, Harrogate 

Ickingrill, Ira, and James Ickingrill, Keighley, York, Worsted 
Spinners, Feb 3 at 11 at the Victoria Hotel, Bradford. Berry and 
Robinson, Bradford 





Feb 6 at 2 at 
Clarke, High 


Jackson, John, Endon, Stafford, Boarding house keeper. Feb 3 at 3 at 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Jackson, Joseph Hood, Longton, Stafford, Watchmaker. Jan 29 at 2 


at offices of Hollinshead, Tunstall 
Jeffery, John William, and Martin Ford, Keighley, York, Cabinet 
akers, Feb 5 at 2.30 at offices of Rob nson and Robinson, Keighley 
Jennings, David, West Bromwich, Stafford, Builder. Fed 3at 12 st 
offices of Caddick, New st, West Bromwich 
Jones, William, Criccieth, Carnarvon, Builder. 
of Louis aud Edwards Castle st, Ruthin 
Jowett, Oliver, Leicester, Beerhouse k-ever. 
Loseby and Co, Marker place, Leice-ter 
Judge, Edward, Shipley, York, Builder. Jan 31 at 2 at offices of 
Beverley, Hustlergate, Bradford 
Kevse, Henry, Water lane, Great Tower st, Tex and Coffee Merchant. 
Feb i8 at 2 at offices of Cotterell, Chancery lane 
Kirkup, Robert, Blackburn, Travelling Draper, Feb 1 at 11 at offices 
of Scott, Victoria st, Blackburn 
Leadbetter, Joseph, Formby, Lancashire, Builder, Feb 11 at ll at 
offices of Linaker, East Bank st, Southport 
Le Pia, Samuel, Sheffield, Sl:te Merchant. Febd3 at 11 at offices of 
Jan 31 at2at the 


Jan 30 at 1 at offtces 
Feb Gat 3 at offices of 


Binney and Co, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 
Lewis, David, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Bailiff. 
Crown Inn, Merthyr Tydfil 
Lincoln, John Andrews, Brunswick place, Shepherd’s Bush, Commis- 
sion Agent. Feb 13at 2 at 269, High Holborn., Lickfoid, Uxbridge 


r 

Martin, James, Middlesborough, Licensed Victuatler. Jan 31 at 2 at 
offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Medd, Edward, Malton, York, Ropemaker. Feb 3at 11 at offices of 
Bartliff, Market place, M«lton 

Miller, Charles, Canal rd, Kingsland rd, Rag Merchant. Fed 6 at? at 
offices of Barrett, John st, Bedford row 

Mills, Charles, Charles Heory Mills, and William Mills, Walsall, 
Stafford, Wholesale Saddl Feb 3 at 11 at offices of Wilkirson 
and Gillespie, Bridge st, Walsall 

Millward, Francis, Birmingham, Hatter. Feb 4at2 at officesof Bur- 
man and Crompton, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Minifie, John Holioway, and George Min. fie, Sherborne, Hiir Dressers. 
Feb 3 at 12 at the Wood's Hotel, Furnivai’s inn, Holborn. Davies, 
Sherborne 

Mitchell, Thomas, Bradford, York, Commission Agent. Jan 3! at 3as 
the Bradford Creditors’ Association, Parkivson’s chamvers, Market 
at. 

Morgan, Henry, ey Mormouth, Butcher. Feb 3 at Sat offices of 
Vaughan, Dock st t 





, Newpor 
Moxon, John, Hoyland Nether, York, Joiner. Feb 4 at 1 at the 
Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley, Barras, Rotherhithe 
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‘William, Gladetone place, Is tmaker.. Jan 90 at 11 
: mer, Capa Bella ro. Gel ™ 
Miekiingon Ellen Central Meat Saleswoman, Feb3 at 3 at 
o! s 


vey hed Newagate st - 

Osmond, Silas Frederick, Qid Kent rd, Miller. Feb6 at} atthe. Law 
Institution, Changery lane. niss Euston rd . 

Packwood, Walter Thomas, Stourbridge, Worcester, Uph elsterer. Feb 
1 at 10,30 at offices pf Wall, Union cham bers, Stourbeiliea 

Paine, John Albert, Gamlingay, Cambridge, Gardener. _ Feb 4 at’ 2 at 
offices of Synionds, Benet st, Cambritge 

Palmer, Clayton, Twickenham, Schoolmaster. Feb 10 at 2 at the 
Albany Hotel, Twickenham. Wild and Co, Ironmoncer lane tie 

e 


Parry, Edwin Owen, Llandudno, Carnarvon, General Draper. 

at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Chester.’ J: Llandudno 

Pearson, John, Middlesborough, Lathrender. Feb 4 at 12 at offices of 
Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Pendlebury, James, Manchester, Coal Merchant. Feb 12 at 3 at offices 
of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 

Plackett, May, Dale Abbey, Derby, Innkeeper. Feb 11 at3 at offices of 
Briggs, Amen alley, Derby ™ 

Powell David, Cardiff, Boot Dealer. Jan 30 at 11 at officesof Blelloch, 
St Mary st, Cardiff. Morgan and Scott, Cardiff 

Redwood, William Frederick and Arthur Redwood, Red Lion st, 
Wandsworth, Auctioneers. Feb 3 at 3 at offices of Davies, Basing- 
hall st 

Reeve, Isaac, Colchester, Timber Merchant, Feb6 at Sat the Fleece 
Hotel, Head st, Colchester. _ Digby and Evans, Maldon 

Rewcastle, John, and Thomas Hanning, Hexham, Painters. Feb 3 at 
11 at offices of Pruddah, Hexham 

Richardson, Samuel, Stockton-on-Tees, Merchant Tailor. Feb 3at2 at 
the West Riding Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Draper 

Roberts, Robert Thomas, Conway, Carnarvon, Draper. Feb 4 at 2 at 
the White Bear Hotel, Manchester. Webster, Conway 

Root, Frederick Richard, River terrace, King’s Cross, Potato Saiesman. 
Jan 30 at 12 at offices of Sharpe, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. 
Tarrant and Mackrell, Bond ct, Walbrook 

Rosson, John William, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Mavutacturer. Jan 
31 at 11.30 at the Plait Hall Hotel, Cheapside. Shepherd and Ewen, 
Luton 

Russell, Thomas, York, Boot Dealer. Feb 5 at 1l at offices of Mann 
and Son, New st, York 

Ryan, Walter James, Imperial arcade, Ludgate hill, Vendor of Hard- 
ware, Feb 12 at 3 at offices of Young and Thompson, Great James 
st, Bedford row 

Scaddan, William, Old Ford rd, Builder. Jan 30 at 12 at the Old 
Catherine Wheel Inn, Bishopsgate st Without. Hicks, Grove rd, 

Scholes, John, Morcott, Rutland, Machinist. Feb 4at 10 at offices of 
Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 

Shaw, Thomes, Nantwich, Cheshire, Nail Maker. Feb 3 at 11 at offices 
Pointon, Albert chambers, Church st, Crewe 

Silburn,'Heory, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Upholsterer, Jan 31 at 
1 at the Great Northern Hotel, Peterborough. Ollard, Wisbech 

Skelton, Charles, Plymouth, Tailor. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Shelly, 
Prin¢ess sq, Plymouth 

Smallwood, Joseph, Cliftonville Hove, Sussex, Boot Maker. Feb5at 3 
at offices of Montagu, Bucklersbnry 

Smith, George Henry, Pendleton, Lancashire, Chemist. Feb 10 at 3 at 
offices of Storer, Founiain st, Manchester 

Smith, James, Leeds, Draper. Jan 31 at 3 at offices of Bointon, Old 

Bank chambers, Leeds 


Smith, Samuel, Bull Green, Halifax, out of business, 
offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Stanley, John, Bradford, York, Beerhouse keeper. 
offices of Rhodes, Kirkgate, Bracford 

Stanwick, William, Darlington, Provision Dealer. 
offices of Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 

Sykes, George, Leeds, Fruit and Potato Merchant. Feb 8 at 1 at offices 
of Rooke ané Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane 

Taylor, Charles, Camp Hill, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Provision 
Basie. Feb 1 at 11 at offices of Bower and Co, Paradise st, Birming- 

am 

Taylor, Charles Henry, Leeds, Ironfounder. Feb $ at 3 at the Victoria 
Hotel, Great George st, Leeds. Lodge, Leeds 

Taylor, Daniel, Balham, Surrey, Builder. Jan 31 at 8 at offices of 
Woodfin and Wray, Finsbury circus 

Taylor, Richard Thomas, Barrow-in-Furness, Licensed Victualler. 
30 at 2 at the Palatine Hotel, Manchester. 
Furness 

Taylor, Roger, Oldham, Innkeeper. Feb 3 at 3 at the King’s Arms 
Hotel, Yorkshire st, Oldham. Ponsonby and Carlile, Oldham 

Thacker, James Henry, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 4 at 11 at offices of Moores and Ronney, Tewkesbury 

Thompson, Thomas, Scotswood, nr Newcestle-upon-Tyns, Grocer. 
Jan 31 at 2 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon- 


Feb 7 at 3 at 
Jan 29 at 11 at 
Jan 30 at 10 at 


Jan 
Bradshaw, Barrow-in- 


‘yne 

Tinkler, Joseph, Penrith, Comberland, Joiner. Feb 3 at 3 at offices of 
Cant, Southend rd, Penrith 

Topp, George, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Veterinary Surgeon. Feb 5 at 
11 at offices of Mossop’and Mossop, Long Sutton 

Toulson, James Augustine Hartley, Leeds, Chemist, Jan 31 at 3 at 
offices of Pickering, South parade, Leeds 

Troulan, James, Wellington, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 4 at 12 at offices 
of Taylor, King st, Wellington 

Vaughan, Thomas, Bristol, Fish Merchant. Jan 31 at 2 at offices of 
Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 

V-ux, Thomas Wentworth, and James Pickston, Manchester, Provision 
Merchants. Feb 7 at3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, 
Norfolk st, Manchester 

Wade, Edward, Ipswich, Bent Timber Merchant, Feb 5 at 12 at offices 
of Jackaman and Sons, Silent st, Ipswich 

‘Wadman, Richard, Hunslet, York, G-eengrocer. Feb 5 at 4 at offices 

ay bag woh Le 4 —— Leeds 

er, George, Sou k, York, Builder. Jan 31 at 11 at offices of 

Spry, Zetland rd, Middiesborough 

Watson, Henry, Wakefield, Shoemaker. Feb 4 at 11 at offices of 
Scholey and Co, Crown ct, Wakefield 

Webber, William, Roath, Cardiff, Coal Dealer. Feb 6 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 





Weddle, Thomas, Nottingham, out of business... Feb 4a: 4 5 
of Cockayne, Fletchergate, Nottingfiam : s 
ik, James, Aldermoor, Hants, Grocer. Feb 4 at 


pton 
Lianllyfni. Carnarvon, Draper, 
i ; eter. Jones and Rae 
Wiliis, Henry John, Birmingham, out of business,’ Jan 39 
Offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham : 
‘Wood, William Addison, Eccleshall, Stafford, Innkeeper, 
‘at Offices of Greatrex, Bank chambers, Stafford 
Woodrow, Frederick, High st, Camden town, Wine Merchant, 
fatl2 at 8, Fleet et. Wood, Argyle st, King’s cross 
Woollatt, Benjamin William, Derby, Coal Merchant, Feb Sataua. 
Bell Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby ame 
Worrall, Albert, Bury, Beerhouse Keeper, Feb 8 at3 
‘Anderton, Garden st, Bury ; 
Wright, Arthur, Redland, Bristol, Commercial Traveller,  ¥; , 
at offices of Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas gt, By 
Clifton, Bristol a 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOAT, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. _ 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and in 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, ’ 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits al): 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of eocus 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY. : 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful toa Brak 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. Ta 

CocoaTINA A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
Mere Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate igor 

ibited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 











PAINLESS DENTISTRY, 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless systera of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 18632, F 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE te MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Benb. 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS & 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impait 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new colout 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen, : 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s., $8.; and Imperial Quarts of 
40 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and 1s. each. 


(orp MEDAL again awarded to PRICE'S 
PATENT CANDLE COMPANY, Limited, in the P. 

EXHIBITION of 1878. The Com =o recommend their 
MEDAL PALMITINE CANDLES and BEST COMPOSITE CANDLES, 
their NEW PATENT NIGHT LIGHTS for bu in a glass without 
o aod aaae, their CHILD'S NIGHT LIGHTS, and their PURE: 

















